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Show us 


Thy scars 


Bishop Fulton J. Sheen* 


"Turce years before the first 
Easter Sunday of history, imme- 
diately after His Baptism and 
Heaven’s affirmation that He was 
the Son of God, our Blessed Lord 
in the opening of His ministry vis- 
ited the great heart of the nation 
and its Temple for the celebration 
of the Passover. 


Entering, Our Blessed Lord saw 
that sheep and cattle were sold in 
the outer Temple. Josephus tells 


*Excerpt from Catholic Hour talk “Life 
of Christ” OSV Press. 


us that five sons of Annas had a 
monopoly on these markets. Our 
Blessed Lord was greatly troubled 
by this monstrous sos Las and 
in the face of such manifold de- 
filement could not remain impas- 
sive. Hastily tying together some 
small cords He took from the 
necks of the cattle and advancing 
to the sellers of the sheep and 
oxen, He commanded them to 
leave the Temple with their pro- 
perty at once, and drove them and 
their beasts out of the gates say- 
ing: “My house is a house of pray- 
er. You have made it a den of 
thieves.” 


The money-changers fared 
worse as they deserved. Their 
tables were overturned and they 
themselves expelled. His mandate 
to those who sold doves was less 
stern, because doves were the of- 
fering of the poor and also there 
was less desecration and foulness 
in the presence of those lovely em- 
blems of innocence and purity. 


When the Pharisees and_ the 
Scribes had recovered from their 
breathless mixture of admiration, 
disgust and astonishment, they 
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in the recently concluded Family Digest Subscription Contest. 
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half indignantly asked Him for 
some sign that He had a right to 
act in this manner. They said: 
“What sign canst Thou show us 
as Thy warrant for doing this?” 
Our Lord answered: “Destroy this 
temple and in three days I will 
raise it up again.” This Temple 
they said had already been forty- 
six years in building, and this un- 
known Galilean ae thirty years 
of age would raise it up in three 
days! But St. John says “He 
spoke of the Temple of His Body.” 
The Temple is a place where God 
dwells and God was living in His 
Body or His human nature sub- 
stantially. 


Three years pass, and during 
His trial before Annas and Caiphas 
there was no charge made against 
the expulsion of the buyers and 
sellers of the Temple, for the spirit 
that dictated it was evidently 
noble. But there was one thing, 
however, that the witnesses did 
remember and like all false wit- 
nesses they twisted His statement 
in the Temple, as they said: “We 


have heard Him say, ‘IT will destroy 
this temple that is made by men’s 
hands, and in three days I will 
build another, with no hand of 
man to help me.’” This was an ob- 
vious distortion of the meaning of 
Our Blessed Lord. He did not say: 
“I will destroy this Temple,” but, 
“Destroy this Temple” which was 
the Temple of His Body. To such 
contemptible charges Our Blessed 
Lord made no answer. Knowing 
it would be idle to speak before 
such a tribunal, He kept a digni- 
fied silence. 


Some hours later when Our 
Blessed Lord is hanging on a 
Cross, the passersby blaspheme, 
saying: “Come now, though 
Thou wouldst destroy the Tem- 
ple and build it up in three days, 
rescue Thyself; come down from 
the Cross if Thou art the Son of 
God.” Our Blessed Lord refused 
to come down. It is human to 
come down; it is Divine to hang 
there. He would hang there not 
because of weakness, but because 
of obedience to the law of sacri- 
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fice. No man can save himself 
while saving others. 

On Holy Saturday morning, the 
Pharisees gathered again in Pi- 
late’s presence and said: “Sir, we 
have recalled it to memory that 
this deceiver while He yet lived, 
said I am to rise again after three 
days. Give orders, then, that His 
tomb shall be securely guarded 
until the third day; or perhaps 
His disciples will come and steal 
Him away.” Pilate said to them: 
“You have guards, away with you. 
Make it secure as best you know 
how.” And they went and made 
the tomb secure by putting a seal 
on the stone and setting a guard 
over it. 

The watch was to prevent vio- 
lence; the seal was to prevent 
fraud. There must be a seal and 
the enemies would seal it. There 
must be a watch and the enemies 
must keep it. The certificates of 
the death and Resurrection must 
be signed by the enemies. It was 
the only time in the world a guard 
was set to prevent a dead man 
from rising from the grave. 


Easter Sunday evening as His 


followers were gathered around 
the evening lamp, all in commo- 
tion with the stories of the day, 
silently, suddenly, unaccountably 
casting no shadow, stirring no 
sound, unbarring no doors, the 
footfall making no echo, He ap- 
peared to them saying: “What, 
are you dismayed? Whence come 
these surmises in your hearts? 


Look at My hands and My feet, 
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and be assured that it is Myself; 
touch Me, and look; a spirit has 
not flesh and bones, as you see 
that I have.” 


And as He spoke thus, He 
showed them His hands and His 
feet, and His side. Hands which 
He would bid the doubting 
Thomas to touch with his finger; 
Feet where Magdalene knelt that 
morning to see the red livid marks 
of nails; Side where John leaned 
to learn the secrets of His Sacred 
Heart. The Temple that was de- 
stroyed was rebuilt in three days! 
The Body that was crucified was 
glorious! The Jonas that was in 
the belly of the earth for three 
days is cast upon the shores of 
eternity. 

Why was it when the Temple 
was restored, and the Body glori- 
fied, for they are one and the 
same, that He did not heal up 
these scars and the imprints of a 
night forever past? Why did He 
not erase from that Living Temple 
every vestige of a war and eve 
trace of a spear? Why did the 
Temple bear the records of the 
bombardment of sin? 

First, to convince us that He 
was the same person Who was 
“born of the Virgin Mary, suffered 
under Pontius Pilate, was cruci- 
fied, died and was buried.” Very 
often sorrow and grief leave such 
marks as to completely destroy 
identity. Sometimes we do not 
recognize persons who have been 
through nightmares of trials and 
sufferings. The ploughshares that 
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furrowed His brow, the knots and 
cords that so opened the Temple 
of. His Body that the bones could 
be numbered; might have marred 
His countenance as to alter His 
appearance. But the scars showed 
that It was the same Body, but 
glorified; the same Temple, but 
rebuilt and  re-dedicated — the 
pledge of our own Resurrection, 
for the body that is sown in honor 
shall rise in glory. 

Second, He wore them as tro- 
phies of love. A soldier who has 
a gash on his cheek, or the purple 
heart is proud of the wounds. The 
wound is no mar to his beauty, 
but a badge of honor. Kings wear 
jewels, so does He, but His orna- 
ments, His fair array are the bat- 
tle scars. These wounds He will 
take to Heaven at the right hand 
of the Father. If He did not have 
the scars, we might think that He 
had laid aside His sacrifice, His 
Priesthood, and that He was no 
longer our Advocate. But wearing 
these forget-me-nots into the Ce- 
lestial Empire before the throne 
of the Heavenly Father, He can 
lift them up and plead for our. for- 
giveness as the Lamb standing up- 
right, yet slain from the beginning 
of the world. 

A third and most powerful rea- 
son is He wore the scars to remind 
us that the servant is not above 
the Master; that if He has not es- 
caped persecution, neither shall 
we. He is the cornerstone of the 
Temple which is the Church, and 
we are the stones compacted to- 


gether in the cement of ‘love’ of 
the Holy Spirit. Now if the cor- 
nerstone was hewn and cut out of 
the qua of Calvary, then so 
shall aay disciplined to fit our 
appointed role in His Edifice. 


He is the Head of the Body 
which is the Church and we are 
the members of the Body. Scrip- 
ture also says that the law of the 
head is also the law of the mem- 
bers. If He was crucified, then so 
shall we be. Unless we suffer with 
Christ we shall not reign with 
Christ. If sufferings could have 
been avoided, He would have 
avoided it. As He said to the 
travelers on the road to Emmaus: 
“Was it not to be expected that 
the Christ should undergo these 
sufferings, and enter so into His 
glory.” . 

The scars are a reminder to us 
of the Eternal Law that unless 
there is a Cross there will never 
be an empty tomb; unless there 
is the Crown of Thorns there will 
never be the glorified body. “No 
one shall be crowned unless he 
has fought.” Heaven is won in a 
war against evil, and God hates 
false peace in those who are des- 
tined for this war. 


These scars give us our only 
hope as the whole world -becomes 
again one vast Golgotha. _ The 
world is divided between those 
who are on the Cross and those 
underneath it. The Temple is be- 
ing assaulted. Darkness is over 
the earth again because Christ in 
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His Body is being crucified; mil- 
lions shout to its faithful: “Come 
down from your Cross and we will 
believe. . .’ 

The struggle of the world today 
is not between political and econo- 
mic forces, but with principalities 
and powers of darkness. The world 
is like a great egg whose inner life 
is encrusted over with the hard 
shell of materialism. As the bar- 
barians broke the shell of Ro- 
man pagan materialism, and allow- 
ed the nascent energy of Chris- 
tianity to be born, so it may well 
be that forces are at work today 
to crush our modern paganism 
that Christianity may see a new 
life and a new strength. 

It is not easy in this conflict 
for those who are but shallow 
followers of the Master to discern 
the difference between the forces 
of good and evil, for even the 
Devil appears as the defender of 


the good. An old legend has’ it 


that one day when the Devil ap- 
peared to a Saint, he was tested 
as we have to test the forces’ of 
evil today and to demand: “Show 
us thy scars.” The time has come 
when we must all stand up and 
be counted, and to engage in this 
conflict of good and evil with faith 
and fortitude. Woe unto us who 
come down from its Calvary with 
hands unscarred and white! But 
blessed are those who march under 
the Great Captain carrying five 
wounds in the forefront of battle 
—the bold warrior for these rough 
days, the King Who stumbled to 
His Throne! 


In Next Month’s Issue. . . 


DIRTY STORIES COME 
CHEAP 


APRIL FEAST—St. Paul of the Cross. “Father, I have been in 
great battles without ever flinching at the cannon’s roar, but when 
I listen to you I tremble.” So exclaimed an officer on hearing 
a mission sermon of St. Paul of the Cross, founder of the Con- 
gregation of Passionists. He preached with a cross in his hands 
and his words were said to pierce the stoniest hearts. His feast 
day is April 28. He died in Rome in 1775. 
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Judge points up spiritual training 


Crime and Juvenile 


Crime in the United States is 
perilously on the upswing. Year 
after year the appalling tide of 
criminality continues to rise. Mr. 
J. Edgar Hoover stated that 
more serious crimes were commit- 
ted in the United States in 1954 
than in any previous year in the 
nation’s history, and that the 
criminal of today is “far more 
dangerous” than the criminal of 
the Dillinger-Barker-Karpis era 20 
years ago. He estimated that dur- 
ing the last year the crime of 
murder, manslaughter, rape, or 
assault to kill was committed every 
11.8 seconds. Criminologists pre- 
dict four million major crimes an- 
nually by 1960. 

Mr. Bertram B. Beck, Director 
of the Special Juvenile Project in 
the United States, said, “The prob- 
of juvenile delinquency has been 
underestimated, not overestimated. 
The juvenile crime rate is one of 
the most alarming threats in our 
nation today.” He likened it to 
“cancerous cells on the social or- 
ganism which, unless combated, 
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can spell destruction for the entire 
being.” 

Our national teen-age crime rate 
has risen 45% in the last 5 years! 
There has never been a parallel to 
this depravity in the history of our 
nation. 


According to F.B.I. reports 
law enforcement ‘and all phases of 
crime costs our nation 20 billion 
dollars annually, an average of 
$495 yearly per family. 

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover declared 
that for every dollar we pay for 
education, we spend $1.82 to com- 
bat lawlessness, and for every dol- 
lar contributed to churches, $10 
goes to fight crime. 

United States Senator Robert 
C. Hendrickson, Chairman of a 
subcommittee to investgate juve- 
nile delinquency, reported on No- 
vember 11, 1953, “one million 
children between the ages of 10 
to 17 will get into trouble with 
the police this year, and by 1960 
that figure may well reach 1,500,- 
000 each year.” He said that in 
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Delinquency 


Judge Julius H. Miner* 


Washington, D.C., juvenile delin- 
quency has risen 60% in one year. 


No Class Excluded 


We read daily of teen-age slug- 
gings, auto thefts, mob riots, sex 
orgies, narcotic addictions and 
other grave offenses. Juvenile 
crime appears no longer confined 
to any social class, type of neigh- 
borhood, or to big cities. 


Last year an estimated 500,000 
boys and girls were brought to the 
attention of American juvenile 
courts. At least twice as many 
were handled by police without 
being referred to the courts, and 
no one can estimate the number 
of thousands who escaped the at- 
tention of legal authorities. 


Mr. John Meegan, Superin- 
tendent of the Chicago Parental 
School, reported recently that 
local juvenile delinquents today 
are comparatively younger and 
are committing acts of greater vio- 


*Excerpt taken from The Welfare Bulletin, 
Mlincis Department of Public Welfare. 
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lence than ever. According to- 


F.B.I. records, this is true every- 
where. Younger patients are go- 
ing into clinics for treatment of 
venereal diseases, and sex prob- 
lems now are found in the seventh 
and 8th grades. The number of 
young unwed mothers has in- 
creased 88% since 1945. A young- 
ster recently arrested in Manhat- 
tan was asked how many of his 
young friends were using drugs. 
He replied, “forty or fifty, about 
half girls.” Every user of narcotics 
is a potential distributor so he can 
supply his own needs. 

United States Senator Hendrick- 
son said that in reply to a ques- 
tionnaire circulated by the socio- 
logy department of a prominent 
college, many of the students said 
they believed that stealing and 
robbing may be anti-social, but 
did net constitute grave crimes; 
that there is nothing particularly 
wrong in violating sex codes, and 
they brushed aside lying and 
cheating as not delinquent. 


Too Much Pampering 


It is generally conceded that 
our educational system needs a 
complete revision in the light of 
criminal tendencies among young- 
sters, particularly in its discipli- 
nary policies. There has been too 
much pampering of children by 
teachers as well as by parents. 
Many a hot seat applied in time 
over a parent’s knee might have 
forestalled a hot seat in the elec- 
tric chair. In a recent article, Mr. 
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Hoover urged increased parental 
responsibility and augmented dis- 
ciplinary power of school teach- 
ers. The best board of education 
is often a shingle. 


A variety of causes and reasons 
are assignable to this deplorable 
situation — too few and underpaid 
police and teachers — widespread 
illegal sale of liquor and dope to 
minors — war tension and hyster- 
ia — overindulgence of children — 
racial differences — salacious por- 
nographic literature and pictures 
of sexual and criminal aberrations 
— inadequate and slum housing — 
immorality and intemperance at 
home. Mr. Hoover emphasized, 
“There can be no real doubt, it 
seems to me, that the movies, tele- 
vision and comic books are pur- 
veying violence and lust to a vici- 
ous and intolerable degree.” There 
are 19 million working mothers 
in the United States today and, 
naturally, many of their children 
are exposed to temptations toward 
delinquency and crime. 


Whatever the reasons, our social 
forces have failed. While there 
is an overpowering realization na- 
tionally of the juvenile crime 
trend, authorities do not seem to 
know how to meet the challenge. 


Spiritual Starvation 


The solution, if there is one, lies 
in the home and with the church- 
es. Its prevention looms up as a 
religious enterprise. These mil- 
lions of offenders, adults and ju- 


veniles alike, are victims of spirit- 
ual starvation. All their evils, cruel- 
ties, and injustices are violations of 
the fundamental principles _ of 
God Whom they have either 
abandoned or failed to know and 
worship. The laws of God and 
men are inextricably entwined. 
Consequently, they flaunt His 
Commandments and violate our 
codes. They scorn tradition and 
defy society. Inrreligion has ob- 
viously become the major contri- 
buting factor to our national ju- 
venile crisis. 


Having sat in judgment on thou- 
sands of defendants in the Crimin- 
al Court, murderers, robbers, rap- 
ists, burglars, etc., I have observed 
that over 85% of the criminals 
were non-churchgoers. Six of them 
made peace with God as they 
mumbled prayers on their way to 
the electric chair. I have also pre- 
sided over the Divorce Court for 
five consecutive years and have 
commiserated with more than 
120,000 litigants over their domes- 
tic difficulties and those of their 
children. Here, too, I have found 
the same high percentage of non- 
churchgoers. Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
reports even a higher rate. Out of 
8,000 delinquent children called 
to his attention only 42 attended 
Sunday School regularly. ‘This is 
not a coincidence. Other judges 
as well as the files of reformator- 
ies corroborate these ghastly sta- 
tistics. Jails are crowded when 


many of our churches are not. 
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Criminals are not born. They 
are reared in an era which has 
discarded morality. We worship 
the golden calf and ignore the 
Golden Rule. We place too much 
emphasis on material and too little 
on spiritual values. 


Although public opinion is in- 
clined to indict youth alone, the 
real fault lies elsewhere. Before 
a youngster has committed a 
crime, some adult has been guilty 
of a worse offense in neglecting 
to guide him properly. The flood 
of crime is the inescapable result 
of someone’s failure to teach God’s 
Word to these potential juvenile 
delinquents, and to the current 
young violators doomed to be our 
next bumper crop of hardened 
prisoners. United States Senator 
William Langer reported that 50% 
of adult prisoners began their law- 
less careers as juvenile offenders. 


All Children Need God 


Naturally, it is essential to build 
up a spiritual structure at home. 
The parents are culpable when 
they fail to provide the right mor- 
al and_ religious atmosphere’ in 
their home. A home built on re- 
ligious concepts is a fortress 
against crime. All children need 
God, and it is the task of parents 
to give them every opportunity to 
weave spiritual and religious val- 
ues into the fabric of their lives. 
It has been frequently emphasized 
that families who pray together 
stay together. In religious homes, 
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children learn the necessary vir- — 
tues of honor, decency, respect, 
and love of God and country. A 
child who is not disciplined at 
home, and does not learn obedi- 
ence and authority from his par- 
ents, is ready prey for most evil 
influences. 


What is needed uppermost is 
more enlightened parents to cre- 
ate better homes and take proper 
care of their children. The deplor- 
able conduct of many parents is 
directly responsible for the break- 
down of their children’s morals 
and character. 


What is more sorrowful, Ameri- 
can home life is breaking down. 
About three out of ten marriages 
wind up in divorce courts, and the 
rate is climbing shockingly. The 
administration of our divorce laws 
is a humiliation and discredit to 
the nation. The March, 1948, Re- 
port of the National Conference on 
Family Life at the White House 
said, “Our divorce laws are a 
mess. They are rotten. They ag- 
gravate a condition that is already 
cancerous. No language can be 
too strong. The judges are bitter 
about their impotence under exist- 
ing procedures. Social workers 
view the legalisms and fictions of 
divorce with an _ unconcealed 
scorn; the press and periodicals 
treat the divorce laws including 
the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States with 
outspoken contempt.” Nothing has 
been done about it since. 
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Among the major causes of ju- 
venile delinquency are emotion- 
ally demolished homes. There is 
no substitute for parental affec- 
tion, companionship and _ discip- 
line. With these a child will learn 
to respect parents, teachers, spirit- 
ual leaders and governmental au- 
thorities. The best inheritance par- 
ents can leave their children is a 
few minutes each day with them. 
According to Mr. John Meegan of 
the Chicago Parental School, 
85% of his wards come from broken 
homes. Other juvenile institutions 
report from 62% to 87%. More di- 
vorces are granted in America per 
capita than in any other nation 
on earth, an average of 500,000 
annually, not including at least as 
many separate maintenance de- 
crees, and even more casual sep- 
arations. In 1953, 31,980 mar- 
riage licenses were issued in Los 
Angeles County, while 15,688 di- 
vorces became final. We must 
stem this rising tide of divorces. 
Broken homes are the cesspool of 
juvenile crime. More than 380,000 
youngsters are orphaned annually 
by our obsolete and brutal divorce 
laws which have not been changed 
materially in a century. 


Although the home is the most 
effective bulwark against delin- 
quency, it must be reinforced by 
the church. Children of these mil- 
lions of spiritually collapsed homes 
need help, and the churches can 
serve them well by instilling in- 
tegrity and religion into their 
10 


spiritually hungry souls. The many 
wayward children whom I haye 
sentenced to attend church and 
Sunday School regularly proved 
better risks than those I have sent 
to penal institutions. Religiously 
trained children do not readily 
succumb to criminal temptation. 
They are less susceptible to evil 
influences. Religion inspires love, 
not hate; integrity, not dishonesty; 
truth, not falsehood; law obedi- 
ence, not crime. 

The strengthening effect of re- 
ligious training is indispensable, 
we know, if our children are to 
be law abiding. An ounce of re- 
ligious direction is worth a pound 
of penal correction. Religion pro- 
motes that sense of moral obliga- 
tion, the lack of which causes our 
high rate of delinquency. Warden 
Joseph Ragen of the Illinois State 
Penitentiary at Stateville, admon- . 
ished, “We must return the youth 
to a knowledge of his proper. re- 
lationship with God, and we must 
teach him how this relationship 
can established in his daily 
life.” Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, our 
greatest authority on crime and 
delinquency, makes similar re- 
commendations, and even more 
emphatically. He said, “When we 
live close to God, and believe He 
guides us, we get a deep and gen- 
uine conviction.” 

Religion Vital to Happy Home 


Irreligion is definitely undermin- 
ing the American family: Religion 
is a vital factor in happy homes. 
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The parents also need spiritual 
guidance. Love of God holds the 
family steadfast. Religion demands 
stability in marriage. It inculcates 
tolerance and understanding so 
vital to successful home life. It 
embraces atonement for wrong- 
doing and respect for each other. 
In the church the members of 
families generate love, character, 
sacrificial service and _self-discip- 


line. There we find an inward re- . 


inforcement, a clearer vision of 
duty, a fresh faith and renewed 
courage. We go into church wav- 
ering and walk out strengthened 
and inspired. 


Obviously, we should cultivate 
a more intimate relationship be- 
tween God and man. The “Voice 
of America” should be first util- 
ized to penetrate our own hearts 
and souls and homes. We should 
broadcast and televise a series of 
religious programs which would 
convey in simple understandable 


language the real benefits of re- 
ligion in the solution of our fam- 
ily, social and economic prob- 
lems. As the political worker 
mingles constantly with his con- 
stituents and virtually drags them 
to the polling booths, so must the 
churches organize and appoint 
block captains to invite and escort 
their neighbors to commune with 
God. It is that simple. It is more 
urgent, 


Prevention of delinquency in- 
volves community concern for the 
needs of all children, on both 
sides of the tracks; the poor, 
the crippled, the white, the 
black and those on relief. They 
are all God’s children. The funda- 
mental way to check delinquency 
is to help children to be healthy, 
happy, secure and_ occupied. 
Youth is our greatest national as- 
set. It must be guarded and de- 
veloped for carrying on the ideals 
and the faith of our fathers. 


APRIL FEAST—St. Zita, Virgin. She is the patroness of domestic 
workers. It was said it was enough for her mother to say to her 
child: “This is pleasing to God” or “That would displease God,” to 
ensure immediate obedience. After a life of sacrifice and of 
serving one family forty-eight years, she died in Lucca, Italy on 
April 27, 1278 at the age of sixty years. 
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Don't Increase 


Tax Exemptions 


If you want to help low-income families 


Rev. Francis J. Corley, S.J.* 


‘Turee Congressional leaders 
have recently urged that individu- 
al income-tax deductions be in- 
creased from $600 to $700 as a 
means of improving the income of 
low and middle-income families. 

Senator Lyndon B. Johnson call- 
ed for increased exemptions in his 
Whitney, Tex., speech “with a 
heart in it,” delivered last Novem- 
ber 21. Senator Walter F. George 
advocated the same measure on 
several occasions, most recently 
after President Eisenhower's meet- 
ing with Congressional leaders on 
December 13. Speaker Sam Ray- 
burn endorsed George's statement 
subsequently. 

The proposal has been made on 
many occasions, often enough as 
a substitute for family allowances. 
Some years ago a ranking official 
in the old Social Security Adminis- 
tration said in a letter to the pres- 
ent writer: 

This amount, $600 per depen- 


dent, is higher in the United 
States than in any other country, 


*Reprinted from Social Order, 3908 ‘an 
minster Place, St. Louis 8, Missouri. 
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I think. I would like to see that 
made even higher for a person 
who had, for example, three or 
more dependents, including a wife 

. I would like to consider 
whether we would accomplish the 
same result [as family allowances] 
by further exemptions in income 
tax, for example. 


Income-tax deductions for de- 
pendents are, in fact, a recognition 
by the federal government of in- 
equalities in the financial burdens 
that lie upon tax payers and an 
attempt to give some indirect as- 
sistance to those with dependents. 
By the exemptions a taxpayer is 
able to reduce somewhat the 
amount of income tax he is obliged 
to pay to the federal government. 


For example, if an unmarried 
worker with no dependents has a 
net income of $3,000, he will pay 
$427 in tax. If he is married but 
has no children, he will pay $305; 
if he also has one child, his tax 
will be $185; two children, $65. 
Thus, he is negatively “subsidized” 
by the government to the extent 
of $122 for his wife, $120 for his 
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first, $55 for his second ot $65 
for his third child. ~ 


No Increased Income 


It is important to understand 
the significance of the expression 
“negative subsidization.” No in- 
crease of income accrues to famil- 
ies as a result of income-tax de- 
ductions. If a family’s total cash 
income is $3,000, it will not re- 
ceive more income from this de- 
vice; it will simply have less 
taken away in taxes. 

At any rate, the proposal to in- 
crease the amount of exemption is 
worth examining, and the purpose 
of this article is to assess the ex- 
tent of the negative assistance that 
can be given to families with de- 
pendents through income-tax de- 


For this purpose the 1955. in- 
come-tax regulations are -used to 
determine the amounts of exemp- 
tions on incomes less than $5,000. 
The well-known table used in con- 
junction with Form 1040 is em- 
ployed for this purpose 


Some explanation is necessary 
to make clear the data presented 
in the table below. 

The table combines into one 
category many that are listed sep- 
arately in the standard tax table. 
The latter lumps all incomes from 
$0 to $675. From $675 to $3,000 
the breaks are in $25-intervals; 
from $3,000 to $5,000 the inter- 
vals are of $50. 

In the table prepared for this 
article, the 134 income categories 


ductions. of the standard table have been 
And your number of CHILDREN is 
At But 3 more 
least less T or 
than 
Your cash saving for EACH CHILD will amount to 
$ 0 $1325 0 {#0 |8$0 |$0 $0 
1325 2000 1-118 0 0 | 0 0 9 
2000 2675 120 2-119 0 0 0 0 0 
2675 3350 120 120 4-119 0 0 0 0 
3350 4000 120 120 120 8-116 0 0 0 
4000 4650 129 120 120 120 5-113 0 0- 
4650 5000 120 120 120 120 120 | 2-56 0 
Your CUMULATIVE saving will amount to 
$ 0 $1326 0 BS 4 $ 0 $ 0 2S! $ 0 
1325 000 1-118 bd * * 
2000 2675 120 122-229 * * * * . 
‘2675 3350 120 240 | 244-359 * * 
3350 4000 120 240 360 | 368-4 
4000 4650 120 240 360 485-593 
4650 5000 120 240 360 480 600 | 602-656 * 
* Same amount as previous column 
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reduced to seven, representing the 
levels at which an additional de- 
pendent becomes economically 
significant. 

It presents in tabular form the 
actual cash saving accruing to a 
tax-payer because of dependents. 
The assumption in the table is 
that all families are composed of 
a husband. and wife, with a speci- 
fied number of children. Savings 
resulting from exemptions for the 
two adult members of the family 
are not shown, nor is the amount 
of tax actually paid shown. The 
table is concerned only with sav- 
ings in tax payments resulting 
from exemptions. 

The upper part of the table in- 
dicates the amount of cash saved 
for each child; the lower part re- 
states these same savings cumu- 
latively. 

Low Incomes Benefit Least 


Thus, the second category in 
the table, $1,325 and $2,000, com- 
bines 27 categories: $1,325-1,350, 
$1,350-1,375, ete. Since the in- 
crease in tax payable in _ these 
categories rises at an average rate 
of $4.50, the “saving” is stated as 
a variable, ranging from $1 to 
$118. For example, the tax pay- 
able on incomes between $1,500 
and $1,525 for a person with two 
standard deductions is $32. Hence, 
the “saving” for a taxpayer with 
one child is that amount. 

We can take a number of ex- 
amples from the table. 


A worker whose taxable income 
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was less than $675 would pay no 
income tax, whether he supported 
only himself or a family of ten. 
The head of a family does not 
benefit from the present level of 
deductions and would not benefit 
if it were increased to $700. 


One whose income was $1,325 
would pay $141 tax if he was 
single and $1 if he was married. 
Thus, his total additional saving 
in taxes because of children would 
be a maximum of $1, whether he 
had one child or ten. If the de- 
duction were raised to $700, there 
would be no further benefit for 
families in this income category. 


Taxpayers whose incomes rang- 
ed between $2,000 and $2,025 
would pay $242, if single; $122 
if married. With one child, the 
tax payable would be $2; if there 


were additional children, one or _ 


nine, further saving could amount 
to only $2. A $700 exemption 
would involve a negligible benefit. 


In the same way, husband and 
wife families with $2,675 would 
be liable for $244 in tax. One 
child would reduce the tax to 
$124; two, to $4. Hence, a third 
child would involve a saving of 
$4. If deductions were increased 
to $700, a one-child family would 
save an additional amount of ap- 
proximately $60. Families with 
two or more children would bene- 
fit from the increase only by $4. 


At the level of $3,350, the tax 
saving for three children totals 
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$360; additional children, whether 
one or several, involve a further 
saving of only $8. The effect of 
increasing the deduction to $700 
at this level would simply be to 
reduce the significance of the 
third child as a source of saving. 


Advantage Increases 


It should be noted that the sav- 
ings mentioned at this level in- 
volve incomes which are already 
considerably above those tradition- 
ally considered low. This obser- 
vation is even more applicable at 
the two levels still to be mention- 


ed. 


At the $4,000 level a fourth 
child becomes a source of appre- 
ciable saving in income taxes, and 
a fifth child implies a saving of $5. 
The effect of increasing the deduc- 
tion would be significant for fam- 
ilies of not more than three chil- 
dren, but it would be negligible as 
an aid to larger families. 


A fifth child becomes significant 
as a source of saving, and a sixth 
child involves the slight saving of 
$2 at the level of $4,650. At this 
level, the $700 deduction would 
mean an increased saving of $22 
person up to the fifth child, 

ut it would have no significance 
for further children. 


It will be seen from these ex- 
amples that the lower the level of 
income, the less the significance 
of dependents. There is absolute- 
ly no saving for children in the 
case of workers whose 1955 tax- 
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able incomes was less than $1,325. 
Whether such a worker had one or 
ten children, tax deductions gave 
no “negative subsidy” whatever to 
the family in this needy group. 


Maximum aid to families be- 
tween $1,325 and $2,000 is $118. 
Again, the benefit is the same 
whether such a family has one or 
ten children. And even this dif- 
ferential benefit would be entirely 
wiped out (when compared with 
a two-person family) if deductions 
rose to $700. 


On the other hand, the benefit 
from deductions is related in- 
versely to need, that is, the bene- 
fit increases as need decreases. 
Thus, families at the taxable level 
of $2,675 are aided by $239 for 
two children (see lower part of 
table). At $3,350, families save 
$359 for three children. At $4,000, 
the saving is a total of $476 for 
four children; at $4,650, $593 for 
five; and at $5,000, $656 for six. 


Effects Harmful 
What all of this analysis indi- 


cates is that no amount of explora- 
tion of the possibilities of income- 
tax deductions—or even their in- 
crease—can raise an income of 
$1,325. More important still, an 
increase in the deductions (which 
are already of appreciable value 
to upper-level incomes) will fur- 
ther increase the relative difficul- 
ties of low-income families. The 
gap in disposable income between 
two families of five children with 
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$2,000 and $10,000, respectively, 
would be increased by $20 at the 
$700-deduction rate. And a child- 
less family with $2,000 would be 
better off by $40. 


This is precisely what is not 
needed. 


These considerations appear 
more significant when it is recalled 
that in 1954 a total of almost 5.7 
million non-farm families, whose 
standard of living would be almost 
wholly dependent upon cash in- 
come, had less than $2,000, and 
another 4.2 million such families 
had less than $3,000. When these 
incomes are estimated in terms of 
1948 dollars, the totals of non-farm 
families in the two groups are 6.5 
and 11.8 million, respectively. 


It must be remembered, too, 
that family income in the United 
States tends generally to decline 
with increase in the size of the 
family, so that the tendency is to 
have less income for numerically 
greater need. And the low- and 
middle-income categories, as we 
have seen, receive Jess significant 


aid from exemption increases than 
those with high-incomes. 

Families in the United States 
with specified numbers of children 
and the median income of those 
families are shown in the table 
below. 


Not Needed Solution 


Unquestionably the present sys- 
tem of deductions for dependents 
has some moderate economic value 
for low- and middle-income fam- 
ilies. But it is relatively ineffec- 
tive for families with larger-than- 
average numbers of children. And, 
more significantly still, an increase 
in the deduction for dependents 
‘will worsen rather than improve 
their relative position. 

The principle that must be kept 
in mind in evaluating the useful- 
ness of this measure is the same 
that is to be applied in evaluating 
any proposal for helping families. 
It is: Any measure that benefits 
all families equally works to the 
disadvantage of families with chil- 
dren in proportion to the number 
of children. This applies to tax 
reductions, wage increases, raises 


(Numbers in Thousands) 


income 

| Number | P t | Number | Percent 
_. Total 41,934 100 54,970 100 $4,178 
Families with no children 17,280 41 0 3,929 
Families with one child 8,592 21 8,592 16 4,335 
Families with two children 8,256 20 16,512 30 4,506 
Families with three children 4,360 10 13,080 24 4,335 
Families with four children 1,857 4 7,428 13 3.949 
Families with five children 804 2 4,020 be) 3,155 
Families with six or more children 785 2 6,338 10 3,252 


16 THE FAMILY DIGEST 


in minimum-wage rates, as well as 
to the proposal to increase the de- 
duction for dependents. 

The reason for this is that an 
equal gain, from any source what- 
ever, must be distributed over a 
large number of persons. If the 
income of every family were to 
be increased in some way by $20, 
for example, this would mean a 
per capita increase of $10 for a 
two-person family while it would 
be only a $4 increase for one of 


Figure Frenzy 


In spring, a young statistician’s 
fancy lightly turns to thoughts of 
more statistics. Dr. Cipher Zero, a 
real pi-square, sat back on _ his 
decimal point, mused a moment, 
then fed some forsythia into his 
computing machine and came up 
with this: 

Some 30,539,877 wives will 
look in husband’s closet and dis- 
card clothes that haven’t béen 
worn for two years. About 30,- 
539,877 husbands will express a 
desire to wear said garments with- 
in three days. 

A total of 35,990,856 wives will 
want to move furniture. About 
the same number of husbands will 
argue, but that number of wives 
will move furniture. 
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five persons. As a result, the 
difference in living between the 
two families would be increased. 
The family is the basic unit of 
American society and the back- 
bone of our culture. Consequently 
it merits our best efforts for its 
preservation and improvement. 
But it cannot be helped by gross, 
statistical measures. Only differ-. 
ential benefits, that is, benefits ac- 
commodated to the needs of indi- 
vidual families, can do the job. 


Fifty million husbands will get 
the urge to try some landscaping, 
gardening, repair projects, ete., in 
the sunny outdoors. Some 24,873,- 
909 will get sidetracked into over- 
the-fence conversations, 10,977,- 
552 will turn to seed catalogs, and 
the rest will decide to limber up 
a bit first on the golf course. 


About 14,946,887 little boys 
will run away with little girls’ 
hats. Some seven million teen-age. 
boys will try to shave. 


Some* 75,443,998 Americans 
will start reading the baseball 
scores. And 75,443,998 will start 
talking like experts. 


Some 160 million Americans 
will attribute all errors, aches and 
everyday lapses of memory to 
“spring fever” — including one Dr. 
Zero, who now forgets why he 
started this survey anyway. 


—Arch Napier in Wall Street 
Journal. 
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Don’t be world’s loneliest woman 


You Can Keep Him Loving 


Dr. Charlie W. Shedd 


W HO is the world’s loneliest 
woman? It is not the single girl 
who has never been loved. Neith- 
er is it the widow who has buried 
her man. From the consultation 
room I have learned that the 
loneliest women are those who 
have lost their love to someone 
else. 

I've been doing some research. 
I've been making a _ private 
study of marriages where girls 
hold their men. And I’ve found 
somethings common to them all. 

Here they are: Six secrets you 
can use to keep him loving you 
forever. 


I 
Never Quit Courting 


Is your husband one of’ those 
men who buys you a new mink 
coat but forgets to pick up your 
handkerchief? It may be that you 
are one of those women who cooks 
his favorite dish with a master- 
stroke but forgets, now and then, 
to run your fingers through his 
hair. 

Have you grown “dutchy”? Are 
you dressing about the house to- 


day in clothes you wouldn't have 
worn to a hard-times party durin 
courtship? True, you can’t aford 
a Hollywood wardrobe, but you 
can keep fresh and clean. Pina- 
fores and aprons are downright 
cute for little money. 

Some girls believe they've won 
their man when his ring is on 
their finger. Someone forgot to 
tell them that marriage isn’t a 
ceremony—it’s a.creation that goes 
on creating forever. 

Are you getting fat and out of 
shape? He doesn’t mind? That's 
right, he is a good egg. But then 
again—there was that night at the 
High School dance when the 
stranger pointed to you and asked 
him, who was that babe with the 
cute build. He loved it. 

Do you sulk when he forgets 
your anniversary? All right, how 
about your planning a big celebra- 
tion for him? I know a family 
where, every now and then they 
have a big “I love you” .dinner. 
Sounds silly? But you should see 
them look at each other. 

Do you pout when he doesn't 
phone you from the office? Why 
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You Forever 


must you always wait for him to 
call you? Sure, I know he’s busy, 
but is any man ever too busy to 
listen to, “Jim, I miss you!” 

Has _ marriage become de- 
void of the little courtesies and 
extra romantics of your courtship? 
If you will begin today thinking 
of all the nice little things you 
can do, I promise you—chords that 
are broken will vibrate once more. 

You don’t want to be one of 
those girls who refuse to cast her 
bread on the waters until she’s 
sure it'll come back a seven-layer 
cake. Go ahead and do it. Break 
loose. He can’t resist if you begin 
re-courting honestly. Keep at it. 
He'll fall in step. 

The girls who hold their men 
never stop wooing. 


II 
Make Him Feel Significant 


John is a lost soul, ambling 
through his allotment of time 
without a purpose. He has a bet- 
ter job than Harry. But Harry 
gives you the feeling that this is 
a man who’s going somewhere. 


The difference? Harry’s little Lib- 
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bie has learned the art of making 
Harry feel important at home. 

Every man I know wants to 
matter somewhere. In our de- 
personalized day, when Joe to you 
is Number 2673 at the factory, 
this point calls for some extra do- 
ing. The longer he goes without 
promotion, the more you must 
make him seem significant to you. 
This longing to be vital is an in- 
nate quality which smart women 
recognize and build by. 

This is the answer a to those 
“other woman” worries. When she 
cries on his shoulder he can take 
it philosophically. Why? Because 
there are no great expanses of bar- 
ren ego in him. You've filled them 
with your need for him. He 
doesn’t have to look for meaning 
in another. 

The man with a wife like this 
will also do better financially. 
Such a man can work as though 
the winds of the universe were at 
his back. And when the plane of 
his hope comes down with a brok- 
en wing, he knows a place where 
broken wings are mended. This 
man can point his ship again for 
Astral planets up there in his 
dream sky. He has a station in 
space from whence he can take 
off and to which he can come 
back. You're it, my dear! You can 
keep him loving you forever when, 
more than anywhere else on earth, 
he feels significant with you. 

Ill 
Tell Him He’s Wonderful — 


He is, isn’t he? At least he 
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must have been a slight bit fine 
when you married him. 
Some wedded couples act as 
though there were a psychological 
fitter on their lips preventing the 
passage of a kind word. In one 
community where I lived there 
was a favorite story of an old 
farmer who didn’t speak to his 
wife for sixteen years. Then one 
morning at breakfast he broke his 
silence with, “Darling, when I 
think how much you mean to me 
sometimes it is almost more than 
I can do to keep from telling you.” 


If you were to knock on every 
door in your block and ask how 
long it has been since hubby com- 
“gpm wife or vice versa, you'd 

surprised, Here is something 
which costs nothing, makes life 
bearable, sets the heart singing, 
and is too little used. How are 
you doing with it? 

Give your marriage some tests. 
Does he sulk and pout? Maybe 
he’s given up on your ever appre- 
ciating him. Does he pat himSelf 
on the back frequently? Or is he 
forever putting his back in a posi- 
tion for others to pat? If you must 
answer “yes” to these, chances are 
you've overlooked the gentle art 
of a compliment well turned. 

No chattery-flattery will do. He 
can spot the difference at once. 
Only genuine appreciation spon- 
taneously flowing into your mar- 
riage will do. 


And if you've learned _ this, 


there’s no limit to the good you 


can do him. You can only tell him 
he isn’t wonderful where he isn’t, 
if you've told him he is wonder- 
ful where he is. I meet many hus- 
bands who complain of nagging 
wives. Nor do I blame them. 
There is enough fault-finding in 
the business world without the 
little woman joining the anvil 
chorus. But I have yet to meet a 
man who doesn’t thank his wife 
for criticism if she’s also been gen- 
erous with her praise. 

All right, so he isn’t wonderful! 
Then how about looking at him 
like a ball of wax and accepting 
the challenge to shape him into 
something fine and good. You're 
going to spend the time with him 
anyway. You might just as well 
put it to good use. Besides, it’s 
fun. If you go at it right it can 
be a great big yame which guar- 
antees youll never get bored. 

I know how it is! You should 
have married Herbert. He already 
had so many fine qualities. But 
you married Bill instead and 
you've got to dig to find them. 
Then dig, darling! Because you 
can hold him forever when you've 
learned ten thousand ways to say 
and mean it, “I think you're won- 


derful.” 


IV 
Trust Him 


The other day a fine looking 
man came roaring into my study. 
He was waving a letter and shout- 
ing, “I won't have it. There's 
nothing in my mail I’m ashamed 
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of, but the government protects 
me and I won't put up with it.” 
When the fuse had sputtered it- 
self out he admitted he was very 
silly. But so was she. In opening 
his mail she was encroaching on 
his independence and most men 
loathe possessive women. 


I find frequent sprouts from this 
twig. Most of them are so dra- 
matic, but you can hold him so 
close you squeeze him away. May- 
be he doesn’t mind if you open 
his letters. His quirk may be dif- 
ferent. 

Walt doesn’t care about his 
mail. But he likes one night out 
each week and he doesn’t want to 
tell her where he’s been. It was 
hard for her at first. She thought 
they’d always tell each other ev- 
erything. But she lets him go. 
She seems to sense he had to tell 
so much when he was growing, 
he resents the inquisition from 
his woman. So she gives him his 
independence. One delicious night 
for himself with no accounting. 
Guess what's happening? 
spending more and more of those 
nights at home, or taking her out. 
Verily a sharp little gal is Helen! 

I know, you're afraid he'll meet 
temptation. You're right, he will! 
But one way to keep him bigger 
than his usual size is to make him 
believe’ he’s bigger. And the way 
to get him bigger is to pour the 
mold a little larger day by day 
with trust. 

But he’s broken your faith be- 
fore? He’s done things that aren’t 
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fair? Suppose he has. You can’t . 


hold him by going back to wail on 
the gravestones of his past mis- 
takes. -You can only make him all 
yours when you remember this: 
Every married man wants some 
moments when he’s free. 


You've worked it well when 
sag made him think you're all 

is and he’s all his own. Strangely 
enough when you've convinced 
him of that then he’s all yours for- 
ever. 


Be Sexually Aggressive 


I should write a book on this 
one. Their name is legion, these 
women who say, “I've never re- 
fused him.” They usually say it 
with that tube roses look that buds 
from a martyr complex. 


That might be the worst thing 
you could say. Any man gets 
weary if he must always make the 
first move. You say, “My man 
never gets weary!” But actually 
his constant demand may be the 
very outgrowth of his weariness. 
You'd come a lot closer to pleasing 
him if you made the first approach 
upon occasion. 

So sex is different for a woman. 
They tell me it isn’t so much a 
physical joy as the fulfillment of a 
relationship. To be important to 
a man who wants to be close to his 
wife; to feel reassured that there 
is a secret closeness which can’t 
be had anywhere else; to have the 
knowledge that the man you love 
is gratified with you; these they 
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tell me are the deeper side to sex 
for a woman. 


But there is the deeper side for 
him too. He married to be near 
you and even though he may be 
clumsy and crude, beneath the 
crust there are deeper yearnings 
than those of the body. Don’t for- 
get he wants to be wanted. He 
longs to think he’s wonderful 
enough that you yearn for him 
sometimes. 


Two lives can never flow in per- 
fect peace until there is a mutual 
give and take, an interchange of 
lead and follow, of love from you 
to me and me to you. 

Hide and seek was lots of fun, 
remember? But you can’t forever 
hide. Sometimes you take your 
turn at seeking. And when you do 
you're on the road to holding him 
forever. 


VI 
Radiate Faith 


‘I never knew a marriage that 

was anything like a maximum 
glory but that there was a deep 
aith somewhere in the pattern. 

Here are some actual cases from 
my file. They're all real, except 
the names: 

Peg isn’t sure of anything and 
Doug is losing his grip. The fast 
pace he leads has him spinning 
and every night he longs for a 
solid place to put his feet. As he 
hits his bottle he muses, “If only 
Peg believed in something.” He 
knows he’s drinking too much. 
22 


But, it’s the only way he knows 
out of his insecurity. 

With Susan it’s different. No 
matter how dark the clouds gath- 
er, Al can look in her eyes and see 
two stars of hope which never 
black out. What does it? Susan 
believes that life makes sense. She 
lives for a destiny. 


Pamela’s fluctuating moods cre- 
ate a weather pattern to which 
all other individuals in the family 
must adjust. Automatically Tom 
and the youngsters send up a trial 
balloon before they act. Which 
way is the wind blowing tonight? - 
How will she take this? 

Martha’s home is different. Here 
the weather is steadily so appeal- 
ing that every member of the 
household migrates homeward like 
a pilgrim to his promised land. 
The difference? Martha has a 
faith which creates her weather 
for her. Here the atmosphere is 
like a calm sky with no foreboding 
clouds. And there she stands, like 
a sun that’s always shining. 

How does she do it? It’s very 
simple. She has regular times of 
her day when she leans her arms 
on the window sill of heaven and 
looks into the face of God. 

How about you? The best mar- 
riages are really triangles with 
you, your man, and the Divine 
Presence opening up the door of 
heaven together. When the three 
of you are doing that, then you've 
found life’s deepest secret. Now 
you can keep him loving you for- 
ever. 
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Living the pledge 
brings happiness 


Faithful, Unto Death 


Rev. Francis J. Connell, C.SS.R.* 


WV HEN a man and woman 
take each other as husband and 
wife, they pledge their love and 
loyalty in the traditional phrase 
“until death do us part.” It is a 
beautiful way of expressing the 
permanence of marriage, as God 
has established it. But, in view of 
the conditions that actually pre- 
vail in the United States at the 
present time one naturally asks 
what is in the mind of many 
couples when they utter those 
words “until death do us part.” 
For the appalling fact is that a 
large proportion of the marriages 
contracted in our land today — 
about one in every four — end in 
the divorce court. In many other 
instances, although the outcome is 
not divorce, the marriage is wreck- 
ed just as effectively, as far as mu- 
tual love and fidelity are concern- 
ed. 

What is the explanation of this 
unfortunate situation, this rejec- 
tion on so wide a scale of a pro- 
mise so solemnly pronounced on 


*Condensed from Catholic Hour talk on 
“Christian Marriage’ OSV Press. 
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the wedding day? We cannot, of 
course, give an explanation that 
will fit all cases, but I believe we 
can classify most of them under 
several general headings. In the 
first place, some young persons in 
entering marriage were probably 
so thoughtless and frivolous that 
they pronounced these words cas- 
ually, without any serious reflec- 
tion on their meaning. In other 
cases, it would seem, those who 
entered marriage with this for- 
mula “until death do us part” on 
their lips had the deliberate in- 
tention of not binding themselves 
to a permanent union. 

We do not like to think that 
anyone would be so hardened and 
calloused as to utter this noble 
and generous promise with an ex- 
plicit intention of rejecting it at 
some future date if difficulties 
arose. Yet, when we read of men 
and women contracting marriage 
again after 3 or 4 previous mar- 
riages have ended in the divorce 
court, we wonder what other 
meaning those words “until death 
do us part” can have for them ex- 
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cept “until we get tired of each 
other.” 


Reject Principle 


In most cases of divorce, how- 
ever, I presume that the couple 
really intended their marriage to 
be permanent at the time they 
entered it, but changed their minds 
later on because of circumstances 
they did not foresee when they 
promised to be faithful until 
death. 


These are the people who try to 
justify their divorce by saying: “I 
would never have married him if 
I had known he would turn out 
to be a drunkard and a gambler... 
I would never have taken her to 
be my wife if I had realized how 
selfish and self-centered she is.” 
But, whatever may be the attempt- 
ed justification of this sad contra- 
diction between the pledge of un- 
dying love on the day of the mar- 
riage and the plea for a divorce a 
few years later, this much is cer- 
tain: Those who choose to escape 
the difficulties of married life by 
a divorce and a remarriage are 
neglecting or rejecting the import- 
ant principle that it was God who 
joined them together as husband 
and wife, and “What God has 
joined together, let no man put 
asunder.” 


It is unfortunate that in recent 
years so many religious denomina- 
tions have changed their attitude 
toward the permanence of the 
marriage bond and are now ac- 
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cepting the remarriage of divorced 
persons in church as an approved 
procedure, whereas formerly they 
condemned it. The result is that 
nowadays if a divorced person 
wishes to have a church service for 
his new marriage he generally has 
little difficulty in obtaining a 
clergyman. But amid this change 
of attitude and deplorable lower- 
ing of standards there is one 
Church that remains unchanged 
and unchangeable in its doctrine 
and practice regarding the indis- 
solubility of the marriage bond, 
and that is the Catholic Church. 


There are some who regard this 
stand of the Church as an evidence 
of stagnation in Catholicism, a 
spirit of stubborness that will not 
go along with changes of attitude 
that are taking place in society. 
But to Catholics this refusal of 
their Church to modify its attitude - 
on divorce and remarriage is 
simply an example of the Church’s 
determination to uphold the law 
of God, whatever the world may 
think or say, until the end of 
time. 


What does the Catholic Church 
hold about divorce and the per- 
manence of the marriage bond? 
There are many persons, includ- 
ing even some Catholics, who do 
not possess a clear and complete 
knowledge of the matter. In the 
first place, the Church’s basic 
teaching is that the marriage bond 
is unbreakable by the law of God: 
This law was indicated at the be 
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ginning of the human race when 
Adam, under the guidance of di- 
vine revelation, asserted: “ A man 
shall leave father and mother and 
shall cleave to his wife” (Genesis, 
2:25). 


The word “cleave” implies the 
permanence of the marriage bond. 
Many centuries later Jesus Christ, 
the Son of God, repeated these 
words and expressed more clearly 


indissolubility of marriage 


when He added the solemn rul- 
ing: “What God has joined togeth- 
er, let no man put asunder” (Mat- 


thew, 19-6). 
Children First 


Even if we did not have state- 
ments of God Himself, our natural 
reason would tell us that the mar- 
riage bond is intended to be per- 
manent, that divorce followed by 
another marriage while the first 
spouse is living is against the very 
nature and purpose of the conju- 
gal state. For, as was explained 
in a previous article, the primary 
purpose of marriage is the genera- 
tion and the proper rearing of 
children. 


Now, if a couple intended to 
bring up their children properly 
they must stay together and work 
together in harmony and unity at 
the important task of previding 
their sons and daughters with the 
physical, intellectual and moral 
care they need to get a suitable 
start in life. It is an acknowledged 


fact that the children of parents 
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who are divorced and remarried 
are worse off than children who 
have lost both parents by death. 


Judge Nathaniel Kaplan of the 
Domestic Relations Court of New 
York recently stated that most de- 
linquent juveniles in his court 
come from broken homes (New 
York World Telegram, Aug. 20, 
1955). It stands to reason that the 
quarrels and disagreements of 
parents and their unfaithfulness to 
their marriage promise must have 
a bad psychological and moral ef- 
fect on their children which may 
wreck their entire life. 


In objection to this argument 
it might be said: “What harm can 
come from a divorce when a 
couple have no children to be 
handicapped in this way?” The 
answer is that laws, both human 
and divine, must be based on con- 
ditions as they normally exist, not 
on exceptional circumstances. 
God’s law prescribing the per- 
manence of the marriage bond is 
based on the fact that normally 
children are born to a married 
couple; hence, even the childless 
couple are subject to the same pro- 
hibition of a divorce with the right 
to remarry as the couple with chil- 
dren. 


Moreover, even abstracting from 
the question of children, when a 
married person is aware that the 
other party may one day transfer 
his or her love to someone else 
and seek a divorce, it surely tends 
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to destroy the spirit of security 
and the affection that should 
unite a married pair. 

Pauline Privileges 


It is, then, a fundamental law 
of God that a marriage is intend- 
ed to last until death separates 
the couple. But God Himself has 
granted some exceptions to this 
law. Thus, we read in the Old 
Testament that the revelation 
which the Almighty gave to the 
Jewish people through the pro- 
phet Moses allowed a husband to 
divorce his wife under certain 
conditions (Deuteronomy, 24:1-4). 


Under the Christian Law, ac- 
cording to Catholic teaching, the 
marriage of two unbaptized per- 
sons can be dissolved if one of 
them is converted to Christianity 
and the other refuses to live with 
the convert any longer or causes 
trouble to his peace and spiritual 
welfare. This is called the Pauline 
Privilege, because it is promul- 
gated by St. Paul in his First Ep- 
istle to .the Corinthians (7:15). 
Furthermore, the Catholic.Church 
teaches that for good reasons the 
marriage of an unbaptized person 
with one who is baptized can be 
dissolved by the authority of 
Christ communicated to _ the 
Church, as also can the marriage 
of two persons who have never 
lived together as husband and 
wife. 


But, according to Catholic 


teaching, when both parties to 
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a marriage have been baptized 
and they have lived together as 
husband and wife, the marriage 
can be broken only by death 
(Can. 1118). This rule the Church 
applies to all baptized persons, 
whether Catholic or non-Catholic. 
It happens very frequently that a 
Catholic priest is approached by a 
divorced person who is not of the 
Catholic faith and who wishes to 
contract another marriage and be- 
lieves that if he enters the Catholic 
Church this privilege will be 
granted to him. In this situation 
the first statement of the priest 
will be this: 


“If both you and your wife 
were baptized and if you lived 
together as husband and wife, 
there is no power on earth that 
can break your marriage bond, ac- 
cording to Catholic teaching. If 
you sincerely believe the Catholic - 
religion, you may and should be- 
come a Catholic, but only on con- 
dition that you will promise never 
to attempt another marriage as 
long as your wife is living.” 


Sometimes, sad to say, even 
Catholics reject the principle of 
the indissolubility of the marriage 
bond and attempt another mar- 
riage after procuring a civil di- 
vorce. The Church has adopted 
stern measures toward those who 
thus defy God’s law. The Third 
Council of Baltimore, held in 1884, 
declared that any Catholic who 
attempts a marriage after a civil 
divorce, while his previous spouse 
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is still living, incurs by that fact 
the grave penalty of excommuni- 
cation. 


Long Investigation 


The Catholic Church sometimes 
grants what is popularly known 
as the annulment of a marriage, 
but is more correctly called a dec- 
laration of nullity. This means 
that the Church authorities offici- 
ally declare that a particular mar- 
riage was valid — that is, null 


. and void, no real marriage at all 


— from the beginning. For ex- 
ample, if it were discovered after 
the marriage that the pair were 
actually first cousins, and they had 
not obtained a dispensation from 
the impediment of this blood re- 
lationship, the Church would give 
a declation of nullity. A similar 
declaration would be granted if it 
were proved subsequently that one 
of the parties had been forced 
into marriage by unjust threats or 
violence. 


In examining cases presented 
for a declaration of nullity the 
Church is most careful. to investi- 
gate all the circumstances, . and 
only when it is proved with cer- 
tainty that some invalidating con- 
dition was present at the time of 
the marriage will the Church give 
the declaration of nullity. The in- 
vestigation of a case of this kind 
sometimes takes several years. 
Only when a person has received 


. the official declaration of nullity 
_will he be permitted by the 
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Church to contract another mar-_ 


riage. 


At times the Catholic Church 
allows a married couple to separ- 
ate without the right to contract 
another marriage — for example, 
when one of the parties is grossly 
cruel or is leading a life of crime 
or is gravely disturbing the peace 
of the home. In exceptional cases 
the Church may allow a Catholic 
to procure a civil divorce, but with 
the clear understanding that this 
will not give him the right to con- 
tract a new marriage. But the 
Church does not approve the sep- 
aration of husband and wife un- 
less it is the only remedy remain- 
ing to rectify a serious domestic 
situation. 


Nowadays many civil divorces 
are granted for trivial reasons, 
usually classified under the head 
of mental cruelty — which may 
mean that the husband forgot his 
wife’s birthday, or the wife 
wouldn’t make her husband’s fav- 
orite kind of cake. In most cases 
those who adduce mental cruelty 
as the grounds for divorce would 
admit, if they were honest with 
themselves, that the real reason is 
that they haven’t the generosity 
and the strength of character to 
face the difficulties that are likely 
to fall to the lot of every married 
couple. And they will not ask God 
for the grace and courage to make 
a success of their marriage. 

To be faithful unto death means 
much more than staying out of 
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the divorce court. It means that a 
married person is bound by God’s 
law to maintain inviolable fidelity 
and undivided love to his or her 
spouse all the days of life. Un- 
fortunately, in current literature 
and drama unfaithfulness in mar- 
ried life is sometimes portrayed 
in a very lenient and sympathetic 
manner. The impression is given 
that it is very difficult for a mar- 
ried person to be faithful under 
all circumstances, especially when 
he meets some one who appeals 
to his affections, and heinous vio- 
lations of God’s laws are present- 
ed as something to be expected 
and condoned. 


Trival Excuses 


But that is not the way in 
which God expects married per- 
sons to act, nor is it the way in 
which the Catholic Church un- 
derstands the promise of enduring 
love and fidelity made on the day 
of the marriage. We all despise 
the person who would betray his 
country, especially the soldier who 
has taken an oath of loyalty, Why 
should we not have a similar atti- 
tude toward the person who is a 
traitor to the solemn promise of 
faithfulness to his spouse until the 
parting of death? 


To those married persons who 
read these lines, I make this ur- 
gent appeal: If you are ever 
tempted to seek a divorce with the 
idea of contracting another mar- 


riage, think well on the words 
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you pronounced on the day when 
you took your present spouse as 
your partner for life: “Until death 
do ‘us part.” 


God expects you to be faithful 
to that promise because God is 
the author of your marriage. It 
may be that there are grave dif- 
ficulties and sorrows in your do- 
mestic life, but to attempt to 
break the sacred bond that you 
willingly accepted and to contract 
another marriage is a selfish and 
cowardly way out of the situation, 


To those who are planning 
marriage in the near future my 
words of counsel are these: Bear 
well in mind that you are entering 
on a form of life that you may not 
abandon if you find it hard, as 
you could abandon a particular 
form of business or professional 
activity. You are about to acce 
a sacred state established by God, 
whose law forbids you to attempt 
another union as long as your 
spouse shall live. 

If you are willing to live up to 
the conditions of this state of life 
and to be faithful unto death, have 
confidence in God, for His grace 
will aid you in the problems and 
trials that lie before you. But if 
you entertain the lurking notion 
that in the event the marriage does 
not turn out well you can pro- 
cure a divorce and try another 
marriage, I beg you not to attempt 
marriage until you really mean 
what you say when you promise 
to be faithful unto death. 
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End of an epoch ... 


Successor Tributes 


Father Schmiedeler 


Msgr. I. A. DeBlanc 


Barner SCHMIEDELER has 
retired. It marks the end of an 
epoch. The country will feel it as 
it has felt his dynamism for 25 
years. No man in the country has 
worked more tirelessly, more zeal- 
ously for any cause. He has af- 
fected the lives of millions. 

He was the first director of the 
Family Life Bureau of the N.C.W. 
C. First to teach a credited course 
in Catholic Family Life. First to 
fill the needs of certain literature 
in Catholic Family Life. First to 
organize a Corps of Catholic Fam- 
ily movement which still bears 
the name National Catholic Con- 
ference on Family Life. 

This great priest, scholar, pub- 
licist returns to his Benedictine 
Monastery’ in Atchison, Kansas. 
Those of us who know him realize 
it will not be to enjoy the rest he 
deserves, but to continue to live 
heroically his chosen motto: “To 
pray and to work.” He personifies 
that motto. 

. The very first book he wrote 
won national attention: “The In- 
dustrial Revolution and_ the 
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Home.” It is a classic. The Board 
of Bishops of the National Cath- 
olic Welfare Conference could find 
no one in the country better suited 
to direct one of its Bureaus. 

Father Schmiedeler appeared 
officially in Washington on Au- 
gust 1, 1931. At first he was 
National Director of the Catholic 
Rural Life Movement. When it- 
was thought best to have the cen- 
tral office of the Rural Life Move- 
ment in a central farm state, he 
was asked to head the newly cre- 
ated Family Life Bureau. 

No sooner had he appeared on 
the scene than, like his patron, St. 
Benedict, he fought to preserve 
and to create a Christian way of 
life. Sangerism and the birth-con- 
trollers took up much of his time. 
Then, the proponents of human 
sterilization raised their ugly head. 
Easy divorce became a fad over- 
night. Two wars laid prostrate 
in its wake our Christian family 
life—war’s greatest casualty. 

In 1944 he began the organiza- 
tion of diocesan movements. Over 


100 diocesan Family Life Direc- 
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tors were immediately appointed 
by the Bishops of the country. 

Father Schmiedeler worked 
principally through the organized 
channels set up by the Bishops of 
the country—the National Councils 
of Catholic Men, Women and 
Youth, which today have about 
twenty million members. He has 
programmed for them, visited ev- 

state in the Union to help 
where needed, insisting generally 
on a three-point program — reli- 
gious, educational, inspirational. 

The Family Retreat was a pet 
project. The Mr. and Mrs. Clubs 
were equally so. He originated the 
inspirational program of “Catholic 
Mother of the Year” and _ edited 
“The Family Apostolate” as his 
means of contact. 

His most popular and effective 
contribution in later years is the 
pre-marriage course, edited just a 
few months ago, “Toward Happi- 
ness and Holiness in Marriage.” 
He always believed that marriage 
preparation was the most impor- 
tant phase of marriage. The course 


is being ordered by the hundreds 
—one diocese alone ordered 1200. 

He had edited or authorized an 
average of two pamphlets or book- 
lets a year. Translations of his 
works have appeared in many lan- 
guages. Our Sunday Visitor Press, 
The Paulist Press and many friends 
helped him to publish needed ma- 
terial. 

It is only fitting that Bishop 
Peter W. Bartholome, Episcopal 
Moderator of the Family Life Bur- 
eau and_ Bishop of St. Cloud, 
would write to Father Schmied- 
eler: “I know the entire country 
will regret your departure from 
the Bureau . . . I have always 
been convinced that there is no 
one who has a better knowledge 
and understanding of the problem 
of the family in our country.” 

As I personally and prayerfull 
begin to try to follow him, still 
other words re-echo in my mind: - 
“A lofty tower of granite is his 
soul. From it may I pick corner- 
stones on which to lean, to dwell, 


to build.” 


FAMILY LIFE BUREAU DIRECTOR 


Mscr. Irving A. DeBlanc is 
the new director of the Family 
Life Bureau, National Catholic 
Welfare Conference. 

_ The 41-year-old priest is a nat- 
ive of New Iberia, La. He attend- 
ed St. Peter's College, New Iber- 


ia; St. Joseph Seminary, Coving- 
ton, La., and Notre Dame Semi- 
nary, New Orleans. He was or- 
dained on April 2, 1938. He made 
special studies at the Catholic 
University of America, at Lou- 
vain, Belgium, and at Loyola 
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University of the South, New Or- 
leans. 


He taught at and directed Sac- 
red Heart High School in Ville 
Platte, La., for 11 years and was 
an instructor in child psychology 
at the summer school of Siena 
College, Memphis, Tenn. He 
served as chaplain of the Catholic 
Student Center at Southwestern 
Louisiana Institute, Lafayette, La., 
where he gave courses in mar- 
riage, sociology, liturgy and ap- 
plied philosophy. 

For eight years, he was direc- 
tor of the family life bureau in the 
Lafayette (La.) diocese and for 15 
years was diocesan director of 
youth sodalities and Junior New- 
man Clubs. He also served four 
terms as State Chaplain of the 
Knights of Columbus and was 
chaplain for the Junior Catholic 
Daughters of America. 

A specialist in marriage coun- 
seling work, Monsignor DeBlanc 
has conducted more than 200 con- 
ferences, family retreats and mis- 
sions in this field. 

Besides writing a widely syndi- 
cated column for the Catholic 
Press, the Monsignor is a frequent 


Reversed Charge 


contributor to Catholic newspap- 
ers and magazines and edited “Mr. 
and Mrs.,” an examen for married 
couples which now is in wide use 
throughout the country. He also 
wrote brochure on Cardinal 
Newman for the Newman Club 
Federation. 

Monsignor DeBlanc frequently 
served as an arbitrator in manage- 
ment-labor problems in the Lafay- 
ette diocese and represented Bish- 
op Jules B. Jeanmard of Lafay- 
ette, before the Louisiana State 
Legislature in social-economic mat- 
ters. He served as vice president 
of the Louisiana State Advisory 
Board of Institutions. He was hon- 
ored by the Newman Club Feder- 
ation with the 1953 John Henry 
Newman Award. 

In 1952, he was honored by 
His Holiness Pope Pius XII by 
being named a Domestic Prelate 
with the title of Right Reverend 
Monsignor. 


In Next Month’s Issue. . . 


IS YOUR MARRIAGE A 
COMPETITION? 


The president of the grammar school PTA in Long Beach, N. J.:, 
hit a snag when she conducted a telephone poll to ask parents: 
“Do you know where your children are right now?” 

Mrs. William Schlenger said “on many of the calls, children an- 
swered who didn’t know where their parents were.”—United 
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That's Kids for Visi 


HEY will spend an entire 
summer at the beach but develop 
a terrible fear of drowning when 
it comes to five minutes in a tub. 

They eat chocolate ice cream 
only when their mother has put 
new white shirts on them—in dun- 
garees and polo shirts they prefer 
vanilla and never spill a drop. 

They can sing, recite and play 
the piano beautifully except when 
you have very special company— 
then they become morons. 

They can sit absolutely motion- 
less for three hours watching 
space cadets but are stricken with 
an alarming nervous affliction five 
minutes after Mass begins. 

Six mornings a week they 


peacefully sleep late—but the one 


moming you can sleep late . . 
you guessed it. 

They will positively perish un- 
less they have a dog—and then 
they proceed to let the dog wither 
away, unexercised, unloved and 
unfed. 

They are hungry 10 minutes be- 
fore and 10 minutes after — but 
never at meal times. 

never want to go to the 


bathroom, have a drink of water, 


John J. Ryan 


kiss you, or have their sore toe ex- 
amined until they are in bed for 
the night. 

They are affectionate with their 
mother only after she has put. on. 
her best Sunday dress after which 
the hugs and squeezes are magni- 
ficent—but the dress isn’t. 

They love new toys to replace 
their old toys and immediatel 
proceed to make the new toys look 
like old toys. , 

They are never so friendly and 
pleasant with their father as when 
they are in trouble with their 
mother—and she hasn’t told him 
about it yet. 

They would rather sleep on the 
floor than on a couch, on a couch 
than on a bed—as a matter of fact 
they would rather not sleep at all. 

They are strong enough to car- 
ry huge boulders to build a fort 
and too weak to carry a quart 
container of milk home from the 
corner store. 

They are about every .exasperat- 
ing, cantankerous, irritating and 
maddening thing you can think 


And. yet you can’t stop loving 
them for a single moment. 
THE FAMILY DIGEST 
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The Tomb Was 


Me. J: Even when the women 


saw the stone rolled back from 
the door of the tomb, they did not 
realize that the resurrection had 
taken place. They entered the 
tomb, looking for the body of 
Jesus, and it was only then that 
they were told by the angel — or 
angels — that He had arisen. 


FATHER S: The situation, as 
the women reached the tomb, was 
as I have described: the guards 
had fled and left it deserted, after 
the manifestation of the  earth- 
quake and the angel. Matthew 
mentions the presence only of the 
angel who had appeared to the 
guards, and Mark also apparently 
knew of only one angel. Luke, 
however, mentions two. All three 
evangelists agree fairly well on 
what the women were told. They 
were reminded of the Lord’s pro- 
phecy of His resurrection and were 
told to go tell His disciples, and 


*Exce from “A Popetes Explanation of 
the Four is” OSV Press. In two 
Volumes at $2.25 per volume. Both vol- 


Moments were 
exciting following 
the resurrection 


Rev. Bruce Vawter, C. M.* 


especially Peter, the glad news. 
The Lord had truly risen and 
would meet them in Galilee as He 
had promised. 

Rejoicing, and in fear, the 
women departed quickly to spread 
the news. We have to read these 
following passages in the differ- 
ent gospels quite carefully to get 
a precise notion of just what fol- 
lowed next. 

MR. J: I was about to question 
you on this. Mark says that the 
women “said nothing to anyone, 
for they were afraid.” But Mat- 
thew and_ Luke indicate clearly 
that they certainly did tell the 
Apostles what they had been 
commanded. Also, John has been 
speaking all along as though only 
Mary Magdalene was present; he 
says nothing of any other women. 

FATHER S: As far as the last 
fact is concerned, there is no diffi- 
culty. John tells the story as 
though Magdalene alone was 
present simply because, by the 
time he wrote his gospel, Magda- 
-lene had become so much asso- 
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ciated with the first appearance 
of the risen Lord, that she far 
overshadowed the other women, 
who played only minor roles. 
Hence Jahn simply omitted men- 
tion of the other women and cen- 
tralized his attention on the chief 
player in the drama of Easter 
morning. 


The other problems are some- 
what more complex. Let us re- 
mind ourselves that the synoptic 
gospels were written down inde- 
pendently, from oral traditions 
that had been preached in the 
various parts of the world for 
some years before anyone had 
occasion to put them in writing. 
We have noted how the varia- 
tions that inevitably crept into 
these oral gospels, as we can call 
them, account for many of the 
minor differences that exist in the 
text of our written gospels. Added 
to this consideration, we have the 
tendencies of the evangelists to 
summarize, to shift the order of 
events as it will help their pur- 
pose, and otherwise to modify 
their stories — always keeping 
them essentially the same, but 
having no misplaced reverence for 
incidental details. Now I think if 
we bear in mind simply the dif- 
ferences in viewpoint that we en- 
counter, we shall see that all four 
gospels tell substantially the same 
story. 

All four gospels agree that there 


was a visit, early on the morning 
of Sunday, and that this visit was 


made to the empty tomb of Jesus 
by the pious women of Galilee. 
While John mentions only Mary 
Magdalene, the other evangelists 
tell us that there were several 
others: besides those whom we 
have noted, Luke says that Jo- 
anna, the wife of Chusa, Herod’s 
servant, was also there; and there 
may have been others. All the 
gospels agree that these women 
found the stone rolled away from 
the tomb, and the tomb empty. 
While John then omits the story 
of the appearance of the angels, 
the other gospels tell us that the 
resurrection was revealed to the 
women and that they were told 
to report to the Apostles. They 
then say that the women return- 
ed, and while Mark holds that they 
said nothing, the other evangelists 
say that they made their report. 


What does this mean? Simply 
that, as a group, the women were, 
as Mark says, too frightened to 
make a report, and too afraid that 
they would not be believed. Yet, 
in the name of the group that had 
been instructed by the angels, the 
report was made — namely, by 
Mary Magdalene, as we shall see 
in a moment from John’s account. 
Do you see how it would be pos- 
sible for Mark and the other two 
gospels both to be right, though 
they say what is seemingly con- 
tradictory? 


MR. J: I never thought of it 
that way, but I can conceive it 
as a possibility. We could say, for 
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example, that “the house voted 
yes,” and “the house voted no,” 
if there had been a show of hands 
for both sides, from different 
members. But that would be a 
confusing way of talking. 

FATHER S: If we were striv- 
ing for letter-perfect accuracy, it 
would be confusing. But this is, 
again, our question of viewpoint. 
The oral gospel from which the 
written gospel was formed was 
interested in brevity, as would be 
natural in a message that had to 
be memorized and constantly de- 
livered to different groups of be- 
lievers. The sources which Mat- 
thew and Luke used had com- 
pressed the events and omitted 
the special part which Mary Mag- 
dalene played. Hence they simply 
said that “the women” reported to 
the Apostles, and that the Apostles 
did not believe “them,” rather 
than go into the necessary detail 
to explain that all the women ex- 
cept Magdalene returned to their 
homes, and it was she alone who 
made the report to the Apostles. 
Mark, who is even briefer, omits 
the report altogether, and hence 
concludes, quite truthfully, though 
not telling the whole story, by 
saying that the women kept sil- 
eee 

MR. J: I shall have to think 
this over, Father, and read the 
gospel narratives again in the 
light of your explanation. It seems 
rather confusing. 


FATHER S: It is one of the 
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more confusing parts of the gos- 
pel, Mr. Jackson. But if you bear 
all the necessary facts in mind, 
I think you will be able to see why 
the evangelists wrote as they did. 


The story of the report made 
to the Apostles is given us by 
John. John, who has omitted the 
appearance of the angels at the 
tomb to the women, and who has, 
in fact, omitted reference to all 
other women save Magdalene 
alone, now tells us that she has- 
tened to report to the Apostles. He 
mentions only Peter and himself, 
as being the most important, who 
are to figure in the story ke tells 
immediately afterwards, but pro- 
bably all the Apostles were to 
together and heard, and, as Luke 
says, did not believe; for “this 
tale seemed to them to be non- 
sense.” 


Peter and John, however, has- 
tened to the tomb, along with 
Mary, to see for themselves what 
she had told them. It was per- 
haps not entirely to their discredit 
that they did not believe her, for 
her story was probably quite dis- 
jointed because of her excite- 
ment. All she could think of was 
the fact that the Lord was no 
longer in the tomb. “They have 
taken the Lord from the tomb, and 
we do not know where they have 
laid him,” she said. Note that by 
quoting Magdalene as using “we,” 
John tells us that she had not 
been at the tomb alone, but in the 
company of the other women 
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mentioned by the synoptists. To 
verify the miracle with their own 
eyes, Peter and John came to the 
tomb. 

“Came” is, obviously, a weak 
word for it — they ran, undoubt- 
edly far outstripping Magdalene, 
who was accompanying them. 
John, being the younger, reached 
the tomb first. He was able to 
see from the doorway that it was 
as Mary had said, the tomb was 
empty. Probably out of a rever- 
ential awe, he did not dare enter 
the tomb itself, until Peter, the 
man of action as ever, following 
quickly after, immediately enter- 
ed. There they found the grave 
cloths neatly laid aside, possibly 


retaining the same shape they had 
taken about the body of the Sav- 
ior. There they saw with their 
eyes and knew that what Mary 
had told them was true. They now 
believed that the Lord had risen, 
even as He had told them that 
He would. They understood now 
the prophecies that He had ex- 
plained to them. Where our trans- 
lation reads, “for as yet they did 
not understand the Scripture,” the 
meaning of the text is actually, 
“for as yet they had not under- 
stood.” They did understand now. 
Thereupon they went their way 
home, marvelling at what had 
come to pass, and doubtless per- 
plexed about the future. 


Two Women 


ss HILDREN,” she said, “are expensive,” 
As she sipped a cocktail at the bar. 

(But she wore a bracelet of diamonds, 

And drove an expensive new car.) 
“Children,” she said, “are confining. 

They require much time and much_carel” 
(She had come from a Beauty Parlor, 

Where she had sat five hours in a chair!) 


Out in the street I saw Milly, 
Laughing at monkeys and clown, 
Leaping and somersaulting, 

On a peddler’s mechanical town. 

I watched as she opened her coin purse 
And bought a mechanical toy—— 

Then hurried home to her children 
Her eyes overflowing with joy! 


Rosa Zagnoni Marinoni 
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We can reverse the trend 


I’m Sick of Sex 


in Advertising 


Edward F. Dolan, Jr. 


Iu thoroughly sick of the 
concentration on sex that has 
spread like a cancer through so 
much American advertising in the 
past years. 

Wherever we turn, we glimpse 
the signs of this malignancy. Open 
a magazine and we find our men 
urged to purchase a_ shaving 
cream by the picture of a bosomy 
young lady caressing the chin of 
a gentleman who uses that brand. 
They are asked to buy phono- 
graph records -by a_ half-naked 
miss winking at them from a news- 
paper page. On television, a hair 
oil is presented as necessary in 
their lives on the grounds that if 
they rub it into their scalps a bed- 
roomy-eyed model will find them 
irresistible. 

And look at the drivel aimed at 
our women. A _ reducing course 
will enable them to create ‘temp- 
tations no man can resist.” A 
brassiere will ‘bring out the hidden 
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glamour in your beauty zone.’ A 
negligee is what they ‘want to be 
wearing when the house burns 
down’ and a certain perfume ‘at- 
tacks a man’s heart—attacks a wo- 
man’s—until the two hearts merge 
in a flame of ecstacy. Wear this 
perfume for an unforgettable eve- 
ning, but only if you dare risk the 
danger and dark delights of stir- 
ring primitive emotions.’ 

All in all, this parade of sex 
riddled advertising has achieved 
such sickening proportions that I 
absolutely refuse to give one more 
penny to any manufacturer who 
thinks so little of my moral stand- 
ards and his product that he re- 
sorts to dirt to make a sale. 

Now, before any one of many 
fine and ethical manufacturers 
and advertising men come in 
search of my scalp, let me make 
two points clear. 

First, not being a prude, I have 
no quarrel with tasteful and legi- 
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timate illustrations of the feminine 


figure in advertising. What's 
. wrong with the picture of a pretty 
‘girl drinking Coca-Cola on a 
‘beach; and who can blame man- 
_ufacturers of bathing suits and 


lingerie for having their wares 
modeled in ads, so long as such 
displays are no more than honest 
efforts to acquaint the consumer 
with their products? They are not 
at fault if minds that should know 
better insist on reading sensation- 
alism into such presentations. 


Nor do I object to what admen 
call the ‘romantic appeal,’ an al- 
most indefinable term most easily 
understood by studying many fine 
ads. 


As an example, a full page 
Christmas spread for a major 
watch company comes to mind. It 
pictured a man and wife in an 


affectionate embrace following 
‘the exchange of gifts beneath the 
‘family tree. The pose of these 


good looking people, the presence 
of children and the warmth of the 
living room background all con- 
spired to establish a fine illusion 
of wholesome love—the sort of ro- 
mance any person likes to asso- 
ciate with his own home. 


My fight is with those ads that 
employ what British advertising 
executive, J. B. Nicholas, calls “a 
corrupt, lazy substitute for the 
romantic appeal,”—namely, sex 
appeal in all its crudity. It mocks 
a. basic and precious human urge 


and insults the fundamental de- 
cency in most people. 


The techniques for loading an 
ad with sex appeal are many, the 
most apparent being the use of 
drawn or live figures of such pro- 
portions and so posed that their 
obvious intent is not to acquaint 
us with the commodity advertised 
but merely to attract and excite. 
They are usually connected with 
the product by copy suggesting 
sexual attraction or accomplish- 
ment. 


We've all seen hundreds of ex- 
amples of this technique at work. 
I remember one of several years 
ago that used the slogan, ‘Easy On 
The Eyes,’ and pictured a young 
man ogling a bathing-suited miss 
posed to best show her rich phy- 
sical endowments; the last and 
least thing noted was the product 
—her sunglasses. 


A classic in this type of adver- 
tising is the World War II pre- 
sentation for a well known soap: 
a Marine and a girl are shown in 
a burning embrace above the cap- 
tion, “‘Contact-A moment bright 
with rapture. Winged ecstacy set 
to shimmering music. You're 
whirling through space, lost . .. 
yet you've just found yourself for 
the first time! This is love, love, 
love . . . it’s so easy with X Soap.’ 

Another device is that of de- 
liberately turning ad copy into a 
dirty joke, as witness these ‘gag’ 
definitions by one of New York’s 
leading stores: ‘Gossamer — the 
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nearest thing to nothing — and 
better in black’; ‘Sequins — female 
armor (not impregnable).’ 


Then there is what an adman 
friend of mine calls the “‘Come-On’ 
technique. “Fundamentally,” he 
explains, “It’s the same thing as a 
carnival barker’s pitch. You know. 
He shows you a couple of dancers 
to get you inside the tent to see 
the rest of the show.” 


Since the earliest days of the 
motion picture, Hollywood has 
used this device. It has enabled 
studio ad mills to grind out such 
masterpieces of trash as: 


‘She gave more of herself in 
six months than most women give 
in a lifetime.’ 

“Men gave her everything — but 
a good name.’ 


‘An American girl in Venice 
who arrived as a tourist and went 
home as a woman. . . Katherine 
Hepburn gets the lowdown on 
Latin love from an expert. . . Ros- 
sano Brazzi who teaches her the 
facts of love.’ 


Running Hollywood a close se- 
cond in the use of the ‘Come-On’ 
routine is the paperback book in- 
dustry, advertising its products, 
as anyone who has ever entered a 
drugstore knows, by the simple de- 
vice of obscene cover illustrations. 
In fact, the paperbacks have made 
such a fetish of this practice that 
they are known to the rest of the 
publishing trade as ‘breast sellers.’ 
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That it is a practice embarras- 
sing to many is evidenced by the - 
statement of a friend, “I see many 
books I'd like to buy but won't. 
I'd be ashamed to be seen carry- 
ing them out of the store. You 
used to be able to get some idea 
from the cover as to what was in- 
side the book. But now even good 
books — particularly mysteries — 
are smeared with covers that have 
nothing to do with the plot what- 
soever.” 


He concludes, “To me, that’s us- 
ing dirt for dirt’s sake, and I’m 
not having any of it. There’s no 
earthly reason for it.” 

But, according to many admen 
I've known during ten years in 
the radio-television field, there 
are, to quote one, “a number of 
very good reasons why we use 
sex slanted material in ads.” 

To begin with, some products 
are manufactured solely for the 
gratification of animal wants. They 
range from ‘Parisian nightwear’ 
advertised in sensation magazines 
to certain theatrical and motion 
picture presentations. The adver- 
tising agency — if it wishes to keep 
the business of such clients — has 
no choice but to follow sex lines 
in its copy. 

“Then, too,” one adman explain- 
ed, “There are those products for 
enhancing personal beaty and ap- 
peal — make-up, clothing, deodor- 
ants and soap. The easiest and 
most sure-fire way to get customer 
reaction is to hit the sex angle. 
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‘Use our product and somebody 


will.start breathing down your 


neck.’ As any intelligent person 
knows, it’s a silly promise. But 
there are thousands — particularly 
young people — who fall for it.” 


Over lunch one day, an agency 
executive brought another reason 
to light: “There’s nothing like a 
pretty girl — and the less clothes 
she has on, the better — to cap- 
ture attention, something we must 
do before we can even begin to 
pitch the product. Everyone in 
this business knows people are so 
gutted with advertising that 
they’ve built up a defense mechan- 
ism against it. They automatically 
turn off their brains unless we 
snap them awake with a bit of 
spice. I don’t like to operate that 
way, but this is a highly competi- 
tive field and I’ve got to get re- 
sults or lose my client.” 


: Another friend added this in- 
sight into his business, “It seems 
to me that advertising is going 
along with a national trend. Look 
at it this way: the whole country 
appears to have sex on the brain. 
We make celebrities out of people 
because they have ‘sex appeal.’ 
Look at the number of women 
who gain fame in the entertain- 
ment field, not because of talent, 
but because of hip and bust 
measurements. We pay millions to 
watch them slink about, and laugh 
and applaude when comedians 
erack jokes about them. Not many 
people can tell you who Albert 


Schweitzer is, but most anyone 
can sure fill you in on the latest 
romance of some Hollywood star. 
Foreign statesmen come over 
here to work on the problems of 
mankind and we ask them what 
they think of the shapes of Ameri- 
can women. And, look at the ani- 
mated cartoons — we've’ even 
reached the point of thinking it’s 
funny when the eyes of animals 
bug out on the ends of steel 
springs whenever some _ sweet 
young thing walks past. As far as 
I can see, you can’t turn around 
in this country without bumping 
into sex. 

“Now, the media of mass 
communication sometimes invent 
trends and put them across to the 
public. More often, the media 
sense what people want and then 
give it to them. That's exactly 
what’s happening today so far as 
sex in advertising is concerned.” 

The first of the above reasons 
is a blunt appraisal of why sex 
slanted material prevails in cer- 
tain areas of advertising. It will 
survive as long as there are con- 
scienceless manufacturers and pro- 
ducers eager to prey upon the 
misguided and immature. 

But all that can be said of the 
remaining viewpoints is that they 
reflect a cold-blooded, commercial 
attitude that is lazy, shortsighted 
and damaging to the American 
mind and behavior. 

What else is it but an admission 
of laziness when an adman inti- 
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mates a girl or the promise of 
sexual attraction are the world’s 
most sure-fire triggers of human 
response?.As previously remarked, 
I've no gripe with the legitimate 
use of pretty girls and the roman- 
tic appeal in advertising, but I 
find the employment of immo- 
destly dressed women and sex 
innuendo as convenient attention- 
getting tools to be the infallible 
mark of a creative sloth that fears 
the effort necessary to effectively 
employ those many other factors 
capable of gaining our response— 
beauty, humor and _ sentiment 
among them. 


The short-sightedness is parti- 
cularly evident in the claim that 
America has sex on the brain. On 
the surface, my friend’s opinion 
seems valid; he backs it up with 
a number of examples the truth 
of which cannot be denied. 


But he has failed to do more 
than scratch the surface and has 
fallen into a trap. To identify his 
error, merely look to your friends. 
Have they ‘sex on the brain’? Or 
are their minds otherwise occupied 
— with thoughts of careers, chil- 
dren and homes, literature and 
world affairs? Are not they dis- 
gusted by America’s preoccupation 
with physical allure? The answers 
add up to an awful truth: our ‘sex 
consciousness’ is really the pro- 
duct of the rantings of but one 
segment of the population. 

It is easy to point out the dam- 
ages and blame irresponsible ad- 
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vertising for them. But the truth 
is, we cannot place ail the blame 
on advertising or any of the media. 
We must share in the blame our- 
selves, for, with all the evidence 
of harmful practices surrounding 
us daily, we have allowed them 
to continue. Now the floodtide of 
sex on the American scene has 
reached such a dangerous level 
that we simply must get off our 
collective spines and do something 
to curb its flow. 
But what? 


To begin with, we can start 
talking — to our friends, neigh- 
bors and business associates. We 
can alert them to the danger 
crowding us and urge them to take 
up the war cry against it, passing 
the word on to their own friends 
and clubs. 


Next, we can approach our 
civic, social, professional and 
church clubs, requesting them. to 
take action against the danger’-as 
part of their annual activities: 
Those of us who belong to na- 
tional organizations have the op- 
portunity to launch anti-smut 
campaigns that will range the 
length of the country. 

And we can all write, indivi- 
dually or as members of a group, 
to manufacturers, ad agencies, 
radio and television stations, tell- 
ing them of what disgusted us in 
their advertising and what pleased 
us. In icular, we can point 
out those ads that made us want 
to buy certain products. If enough 
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of us write of what caused us to 
loosen our purse-strings, we'll get 
more of the same. 

Finally, we can boycott those 
products that continue to use ir- 
responsible advertising. But our 
boycott must not be a quiet one. 
We must let everyone, from local 
businessmen to national manufac- 
turers and producers of entertain- 
ment, know what we are doing. 
When they learn their pocket- 
books are being hit, we'll see some 
changes — and we'll see them fast. 

In short, we must set up a howl 
whenever and wherever we can. 


We have allowed a national pre- 
occupation with sex to grow be- 
cause we have been content to 
suffer in silence. We have it in 
our power to reverse this trend — 
and it is our responsibility to do 
so. 


If we fail to act, through in- 
difference or timidity, we have 
only ourselves to blame for be- 
queathing to our children a coun- 
try whose moral fiber has been 
eaten away by the cancer of smut. 


For my money, that’s not a 
thought conducive to easy sleep. 


_ JEST AROUND THE HOME 


by O. A. BATTISTA 


The reason some people don't say what they think is because they 


don’t think of it soon enough. 


By the time a woman becomes expert in applying makeup she 


needs to be. 


Behind the Iron Curtain people think before they speak and then 


don’t. 


Some motorists certainly work hard to get ahead. 


“Baldness is not hereditary,” a newspaper article states. This is 
very disconcerting to a man who has nothing else to leave his 


family. 
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A short story 


How to tell 
Van ? 


Beverly Daggett 


“Rest in peace, my dear,” 
whispered the hunched man in 
the navy blue top coat. His lips 
remained pursed as if to convey 
an important message to the un- 
hearing, unfeeling person inside 
the cold steel casket. 

For a moment, just for a mo- 
ment, he imagined it had all been 
a mistake. Anne wasn't really dead 
—it was someone else lying there— 
some other man’s wife. Tom 
thoughts were quickly jerked back 
into reality when he heard the 
priest utter the final prayers be- 
fore the gray box was lowered in- 
to the ground. 

Then all at once it was over. He 
found himself sitting in the car, 
heading back home. And when he 
reached his destination, there 
would be a difficult job to do. 
Vanessa, their little girl, only five 
but oh so inquisitive, would begin 
her battery of questions. 

Tom had put off the answers 
for a long time. He had given 
varied excuses: Mom’s too tired to 
see you. Everything will be okay. 
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Go and play now . . . routine . 
answers for a five-year-old. But, 
he must explain to the child to- 
day. She would ask, probably, 
“Why is Mother so tired? How 
come she sleeps so much? Why 
won't Mom talk? How come peo- 
ple sent flowers and Mom didn’t 
even thank them?” 
Oh, so many question marks 
exist in a little girl’s mind! 
At this point Tom realized that 
she should have been made to un- 
derstand sooner. But it was such © 
a task. Just thinking about it and 
being so occupied with his own 
grief was enough to make Tom 
forget that he was a good father. 
Vanessa was an obedient girl. 
They had taught her respect for 
her parents right away. So Tom 
had little or no opposition when 
he told her to stay home with 
Auntie Rita, while he was away 
during the two days of receiving 
visitors at the funeral home. But 
the day of the funeral, Tom de- 
cided that Van should be allowed 
to see her mother and attend the 
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services. However, she was in-: 


structed to sit very quietly and 
save all her questions till they re- 
turned home. After Mass, the 
neighbor lady took Van home. 
Tom did not want her to go to the 
cemetery. He thought it would 
relieve his mind to put off the 
answers for a while. But the worry 
only plagued him more .. . 

The car stopped in front of the 
house. After a brief talk with the 
driver, Tom got out, squared his 
drooping shoulders, and walked 
up the stone steps. He wished at 
this moment for a quiet place to 
rest and think. But, he knew that 
he must now, without further pro- 
longing, have a talk with his 
daughter. “How do you explain 
death to a child?” he thought. 
“Shall I make it mysterious? Shall 
I make up a story? How? How? 
How?” 

Before entering Van’s room, he 
could hear her tiny voice, so un- 
knowing. It was then that Tom 
prayed harder than he ever had. 
He asked God to show him a 
simple way, a good way, to per- 
form this task he dreaded so much. 


Wrong Altitude 


He opened the door and asked 
the child to come and sit beside 
him. Then he began: “Vanessa, I 
want to tell you something, some- 
thing very important, but some- 
thing hard for me to explain.” 


It was after these words, that 
Van touched his arm lightly and 
spoke: “Daddy, do you want to 
tell me about Mom? About how 
God wanted to see her at His 
house and so He sent the Angels 
to fly her there? I know all about 
those things. Sister talks about 
them sometimes in Kindergarten 
Class and the rest I figured out 
by myself from the holy pictures 
in our prayer books. I know Mom 
isn’t coming back. But if I’m good, 
like Sister says, God will invite me 
to visit Him too, and then I'll get 
to see Mom-—just like you will, if 
you're good.” 


To this amazing little speech, 
Tom had no sentence that could 
express his feelings at that mo- 
ment, but, in his thoughts he did 
thank God for the wisdom He 
bestows on boys and girls as a 
gift on their very first birthday. 


Some parents bring their children up to the point where they 


look down on them. 


‘Stretch’ Bearer 


No matter how far fetched a story may be you can always find 
someone who is willing to carry it. 
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A woman’s way 


Godchildren ? 


Alberta Schumacher 


April has a woman’s way, 
An unexpected tear, 
Then sunshine all the brighter 
when 
The eyes — the skies of April 
clear! 


W HY are you coloring eggs 
for your godchildren?” the men 
next door asked the woman at 
their house. Their children listen- 


She insisted it was important. 
All wanted to know why. “I can’t 
put it into two-syllable words,” 
she protested. “All I know is that 
when I renewed my Baptismal 
vows at the mission last month I 
thought of the basket of colored 
éggs my godmother used to send 
over each Easter.” 

“The same eggs each Easter? 
Didn’t they spoil?” one of the 
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children asked, his eyes dancing 


with mischief. 


“Honestly, men!” she said. “It’s 
a woman’s way, that’s all I can 
tell you. All those years I kept 
thinking of my Baptism, and even 
living up to it better for having 
those eggs at Easter from my god- 
mother. It wasn’t the eggs ex- 
actly .. .” 

“Could it have been the love 
that prompted your godmother’s 
generosity?” the man next door 
asked, proving he understood a 
woman’s way after all. 

It would make a woman feel 
good to have a man comprehend 
like that. But then, he had to go 
and spoil it all. He is a sly one 
for sure. Keeps our neighbor on 
her toes staying ahead of him. 
She stepped right into a little trap 
he set for her. . . 


The Test 


“Say, Em Jackson was wearing 
a purple hat, wasn’t she?” he ask- 
ed sometime between when they 
got home from Mass and when he 
helped with the breakfast dishes. 


“Purple! It was green!” she said 
in amazement. 


“Oh? Now don’t tell me I’m 
wrong about Sylvia having on 
something pink and shiny. . .” 

“What on earth? Sylvia’s hat 
was navy with a red flower!” 

“Well, anyway, Ann’s was yel- 
low or I miss my guess. . .” 

“It was white,” our neighbor 
said ominously. 
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“Okay, so I missed my guess,” 
her husband said calmly. 


“Were you color blind during 
Mass?” she asked with an extra 
flourish of the dish mop. 


“No, but I was praying!” 
Sneaky, wasn’t he? And the 


woman next door is very devout, 
too. It’s just a woman’s way to 
register colors and things like that 
in one look straight ahead... 
we think. 


Easter Clean 


An Easter clean house is really 
something special. Some say a 
woman gets her soul ready when 
she is scouring away at the house- 
hold soil. But we are not so sure. 
We know women who make a 
misery out of housecleaning. 


Don’t you think a medium 
course is best, with time out to 
rock the baby, pat the dog, keep 
up the continuity of the bedtime 
story, spray yourself with per- 
fume and bestow affection on the 
head of the family? 

We always heard that love 
cleans deeper than scraping when 


it comes to souls. Especially love 
for those whose happiness is en- 
trusted to us by God. God and 
family in that order. Then the 
house. 


Hairpin Helpers 
They do say a lot of women 
are handy with a hairpin when 
it comes to fixing things around 
the nouse. Sometimes a_ hairpin 
seems to work where a chisel fail- 
ed. But we don’t think it works 

the way it seems to work. 


The woman who works won- 
ders with a hairpin prays her way 
through to success. She has more 
tools than a hairpin. She has faith, 
hope, trust, love... and St. 
Anthony. That’s right. St. Anthony 
really helps around the house, ac- 
cording to the women we know. 


Practical prayer sets in motion 
the stones that get rolled back in 
today’s households. A woman pits 
her irresistible force against an 
immovable object and everyday 
miracles happen. The hairpin in 
her hand is an attitude of prayer, 
like getting down on her knees. 
It’s a woman’s way. 


What is the origin of the phrase “to catch a Tartar’? An 
eighteenth-century explanation traced it to the story of an Irish- 
man who, in a battle against the Turks, called out to a comrade 


that he had caught a Tartar. 


“Bring him along,” he was told. 


Paddy. 


“Then come along yourself,” said his comrade. 


“He won’t come,” answered 


“He won't let 


me!” cried Paddy.—Glasgow Herald. 
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There’s 
No Place 


LIKE HOME 


... for Accidents 


O. A. Battista 


Ir MAY come as a surprise to 
you that you can maim, burn, or 
kill yourself in your own home. 
The National Safety Council re- 
cently announced that household 
falls, burns, electrocutions, as- 
phyxiations and scalds prove fatal 
for about 4,000 persons every year. 
For each person killed, a hundred 
others are permanently or tem- 
porarily disabled. To put it cand- 
idly, therefore, it can be said that 
your home is dangerous, and it 
can be a death-trap unless you are 
on the alert to head-off the most 
common, easily-prevented home 
accidents. 

Summer weather will soon be 
here and this is the time for the 
man-of-the-house to be doubly 
careful. My friend Jimmie Fox, for 
example, is still hobbling around 
from a fractured hip-bone he got 


Summer weather is coming .. . 
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last summer. Jimmie, who is an 
accountant by profession, decided 
he would try and save ten dollars 
and take his storm windows down 
himself. But manipulating a lJad- 
der and a heavy storm window is 
no job for a man who pushes a 
pencil and adding machine but- 
tons all year. Jimmie fell and land- 
ed in the hospital, underwent 
months of torturous pain and for 
the want of ten dollars now has 
a $2,000 medical debt to recuper- 
ate from. 

But Jimmie, at that, was more 
fortunate than neighbor Jack up 
the street. Or, perhaps I should 
say the late neighbor Jack. Jack 
was one of those prominent 
modern-day business men who get 
those sharp warning pains in the 
chest, shoulders or arms when 
they rush for a train or get over- 


. so be doubly careful 
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tired. He had had a hard day at 
the office, then ate a heavier-than- 
usual supper. The weather was 
exhilarating enough outside so he 
thought nothing would come out 
of spading around his flowers and 
shrubbery. But he guessed wrong. 
He took a long shot and failed. 
Jack slumped over his spade with 
a coronary and by the time a doc- 
tor could get to him he was dead 
in my arms. Jack’s untimely death 
was the direct result of a home- 
accident. He never would have 
put himself to an exertion equival- 
ent to spading a garden at the 
office. His associates wouldn't 
have let him! 


Friend Sydney is the type of 
man who can dictate letters all 
day long and then retire to his 
home wood-working shop in the 
evening for some fun. For a long 
time he wanted to put a guard in 
front of his band saw and today 
he’ wishes that he had. He is 
minus his right thumb. 


War Trophies Dangerous 


If you happen to be an ex- 
serviceman and have a war trophy 
or souvenir of any sort in your 
home, take stock of this. “The 
war-trophy danger,” says safety 
statistician Bill Hillary, “strikes 
directly in the -average American 
home. They are killing twice as 
many people as polio. Like that 
dread disease, their most pitiful 
victims are children. The typical 
scene of the accident is an ordin- 


ary home, usually belonging to a 
young married veteran. The spark 
that sets off the disaster is a small 
child’s insatiable curiosity. That 
souvenir pistol, dagger or bayonet 


‘that you may have tucked away 


out of reach may become an all 
too-fascinating object for Junior. 
The best thing to do with such 
lethal weapons is to turn them 
in at the nearest police station. 
And a trip in time can save lives. 


The average home of today is 
a haven for electric appliances, all 
extremely harmless if handled in- 
telligently. All in all, the safest’ 
way to deal with electricity, na- 
turally, is to exercise common 
sense. Make certain your house- 
hold is a safe one. Educate your- 
self and your family to the perils 
of electric power. Fatalities from 
electricity are almost always 
caused by carelessness and are 


both shocking and shameful. 


Many of the household casual- 
ties can be traced to involuntary 
electrocution. Hurried housewives - 
are most often victims of electric 
shock. Housewives must remem- 
ber that ordinary household cur- 
rent of 110 volts can kill. The 
danger is multiplied when wet 
hands turn a switch or pull out 
light plugs. Young children have 
died from putting extension cords 
in their mouths! 

Should any member of your 
family become the victim of an 
electrical accident, the first thing 
you must do is remove him from 
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the point of contact. Rubber re- 
pels electricity; therefore, try to 
grab some rubber article with 
which to pry him loose. If rubber 
is not handy don’t waste any time 
—take a chance on newspaper or 
some cloth. Under no condition 
use anything wet or metallic. 


Many a fire is started by an 
electric iron left on when the 
phone or doorbell rings. Use ex- 
treme care in ironing, or better 
still, get yourself a more modern 
model that cuts off when the heat 
reaches a preferred point. 


Washing machines are some- 
times instruments of destruction, 
not only from the shock stand- 
point in view of the fact that 
water is used, but also from the 
wringers which occasionally crush 
fingers, or worse, cause more 
harmful hurt by catching an 
article of the housewife’s own 
clothing as she is bending over 
the machine. 


Electric meat choppers pursue 
their relentless grinding, even if 
fingers rather than beefsteak are 
fed to them. Pressure cookers, 
while excellent for saving time, 
should be watched carefully. Once 
the steam is up, reduce the heat 
supply to a minimum. 


Cuts kitchen knives, 
broken glass and China, sharp 
cans or peeling tools are the most 
frequent kitchen accidents. Usual- 
ly they are not fatal, but recently 
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a woman slicing bread severed an — 


artery and died from loss of blood. 


In looking through literature of 
the National Safety Council, case 
after case of shocking deaths by 
accident are recorded. For ex- 
ample, there was the case of the 
newly married bride whose hus- 
band returned home one evening 
to discover her dead. She had 
been hanging curtains from the 
top of a rickety stepladder which 
collapsed, plunging her head 
through the sharp glass of the win- 
dow. She bled to death .... Or 
the two small New York children 
who turned on the gas of the 
kitchen range and died when their 
mother left them alone to attend: a 
movie. . . . And the 14-year-old 
Chicago boy who died in convul- 
sions after swallowing the contents 
of a soft-drink bottle which con- 
tained rat poison inadvertently left 
in his home by exterminators. 
Even you or one of your loved 
ones could become a fatal accident 
statistic if proper care is not taken. 


Some Practical Tips 


If you are a wise parent you 
will act now to reduce the dangers 
from home-accidents. Here are 
some practical tips to help you. 

Don’t reach for things in a 
kitchen by jumping up on a chair. 
Use a sturdy kitchen ladder. 

Don’t keep cabinet doors open 
when not in use. Open cabinet 
doors rap many an unsuspecting 
housewife on the head. 
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Don’t pry a jar with a knife 
point. It may snap—in your face. 

For home dry cleaning—use a 
nonflammable cleaning fluid, and 
use it outdoors or with the win- 
dows open to prevent poisoning 
by toxic fumes. 


Keep  nonedible substances 
(paint, cleaners, bleaches, pest 
poisons) out of children’s reach, 
and in a place where they will not 
be mistaken for food by a hurried 
cook. 

Keep knives in a rack from 
which you can take them by the 
handle, rather than in a drawer 
where you must fumble among 


the blades. 


Never touch interior parts of 
electric . sockets. Avoid touching 
any metal part of a lamp or other 
electrical device in such damp lo- 
cations as kitchens or laundries. It 
might be alive. 

Avoid touching bare or abraded 
spots on appliance cords. Handle 
cords carefully, and have them 
replaced at once when you notice 
a break in the insulation. 

Get grandma to admit, without 
feeling unhappy or frightened, 
that she needs more light to see 
her way around the house, and 
grandpa to admit, also without 
fear or resentment, that he is not 
so spry as he used to be and can- 
not run downstairs without hold- 
ing the hand rail. 

Every year in America about 
40,000 young people from the 


ages of 1 to 35 are killed or 
crippled by accidents in or around 
the home. This is far more than 
cancer, heart disease, infantile 
paralysis and pneumonia. More 
than twice as many as _tubercu- 
losis, next leading cause of death 
in the 1-to-35 age group. The pity 
of such needless and preventable 
accidents on the home front is 
that they are increasing rather 
than decreasing each year. Then, 
too, contemplate the fact that 
more than 1,500 adult deaths oc- 
cur each year as a result of greasy 
or overwaxed floors in the home! 


So beware of the hazards to 
your life and well-being around 
your own home. Know where the 
dangers are and take immediate 
steps to avoid them. Don’t try to 
save a few dollars doing home- 
jobs that call for an expert unless 
you honestly can qualify as the 
expert yourself. Don’t try to get 
too much done in too short a time 
—the invigorating spring or sum- 
mer air notwithstanding. 


In any event, should you run 
afoul you cannot hope to have the 
immediate medical attention of a 
man by the name of Gus Smith. 
He found not one but a group of 
doctors actually springing to at- 
tention when he dropped in on 
them in St. Louis one day. Gus, 
a maintenance man, made his en- 
trance via a glass ceiling in the 
City Hospital and landed on a 
conference table surrounded by 
physicians. 
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Sister M. Dominic 


Parents’ Helpers 


I am _ thirty-six years old and 
single. Recently I met a woman 
of my nationality, a Catholic as I 


am. She had been married be- 
fore a Catholic priest, but got a 
divorce because her husband was 


a drunkard. We are in love. It 
is nice to be in love, especially 
when you know your love is 
answered. I could marry her even 
if we couldn't get the Sacraments 
any more, but to know that every 
act in our married lives would be 
a sin is the hardest thing for me. 
Is there anything you could do 
for us? 


] AM not certain that I am 
qualified to answer your earnest, 
sincere letter. Perhaps I can make 
a few suggestions which may ‘help 
you resolve your problem. 

As you realize, you have to 
break up this relationship. I know 
it is hard to do, lots harder for 
you to do than for me to sit here 
and write it. But you know as well 
as I that it must be done. 

Prudence would recommend 
that you stop corresponding. Even 
friendly letters are not safe. For- 
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get each other. Don’t do it half- 
heartedly; make a clean break. 
Try not to think of her again. 

You write that you fell in love 
on the boat, but that she went on 
to her native-land because she ex- 
pected to find happiness there. 
She didn’t. Do you think she will 
find it with you? 

Your acquaintance has been 
only superficial: a boat voyage and 


Questions Please 


Sister M. Dominic conducts this 
child psychology column in 
The Family Digest. She invites 
questions of general interest 
and will answer them in these 
pages. Sister is a member of the 
American Psychological Asso- 
ciation, a clinical psychologist 
and principal of the State of 
Nebraska’s largest school for ju- 
venile delinquent girls. She was 
formerly engaged on the staff of 
the Psychological Service Cen- 
ter, Seattle University, Seattle, 
Wash. Direct your questions to 
the author in care of The Fam- 


ily Digest, Huntington, Indiana. 
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letters...You don’t know her per- 
sonality traits. Can you be sure 
that both of you are suited for life 
together? 


Another point to think over. 
You have lived a single life for 
many years now. Won't it be dif- 
ficult for her to adjust to marriage 
with one who has lived alone until 
an age when his pattern of living 
is pretty well set? 


This would be your first mar- 
riage. You do want your life to 
be enriched with God’s graces and 
blessings. The world is full of 
fine, balanced, eligible young wo- 
men; wouldn’t it be possible for 
you to find one of them for your 
marriage partner? 

You hope that after marriage 
outside the Church you would 
continue attending church and 
getting advice from the priest. The 
tragedy is that many persons in- 
volved in bad marriages don’t con- 
tinue attending church — despite 
their pre-marriage resolutions. 
Their consciences plague them 
with remorse, and to silence the 
warnings they have to renounce 
God completely and force Him 
out of their lives. They console 
themselves that on their deathbed 
they will make everything straight. 
I have seen awful examples of that 
type of reasoning. 

One man I knew as a child. He 
always said he would go back to 
the Church on his deathbed. But 
his wife privately told my mother 
that no priest would ever see her 


husband, dead or alive. “A priest 
would walk into his room over my 
dead body,” she said. He died 
without a priest. 


Your long, well-written letter 
reveals a fund of solid, common- 
sense. For a few minutes, use 
your own good sense on this situa- 
tion. 


Your friend’s child is old enough 
to realize that his mother is not 
free to marry, or he soon will real- 
ize that the marriage could not be 
legitimate. Few things are more 
heart-rending than the unconsol- 
able tears of a child. 


“Where will she go then,” you 
wonder, “and what will become of 
her? What will she do?” I am 
sure that God will care for and 
protect her. if she keeps His law. 
After all, we know that God loves 
each one of us a million times 
more than we can ever love. Your 
friend has undoubtedly suffered 
from her drunken husband, and 
God’s care is devoted most to 
those in pain. 

One last thing: won’t you talk 
this over with a priest? I am sorry 
that I cannot give you personal 
help, but I know that a priest can, 
and will, help you. - 

Finally, in answering your let- 
ter I have departed from my usual 
practice of not discussing personal 
problems in this column. Because 
of the urgency of your situation, 
and because of the anxieties in- 
volved, I have made this excep- 
tion. I know my readers will un- 
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derstand that generally personal 
problerns can not be treated in 
Parents’ Helpers. 

In my opinion any form of 
gambling is sinful. 

I am sorry that I cannot answer 
the questions involved in your let- 
ter. Conscience matter and sin 
are not in the field of the psychol- 
ogist, but must be referred to the 
theologian—and I am not a theolo- 
gian. Talk it over with a priest. 

Please see that the young man 
in the Cook County Jail, mention- 


ed in your article in the February 
issue, gets his own personal sub- 
scription to The Family Digest. I 
enclose one check for three dollars, 
and another for a subscription to 
Sign. I am sure he will like that 
too. 


It is the generosity and thought- 
fulness of persons like you which 
keeps the world running despite 
the evil forces which try to choke 
up the- works. The subscriptions 
were mailed promptly, and thank 
you. 


“Thought I forgot your birthday 
last October, didn’t you?” 


CARTOONS-O 


| 
APRIL, 1956 33 


-Achletes in 


the Olympics 


American 


Digby* 


Since the Russians scored their 


_first Olympic triumph in the win- 


ter games in Italy, a great clamor 


-has gone up for government subsi- 


dization of American athletes. 

One of our representatives in 
the winter games, Johnny Werket, 
is quoted by the Associated Press 
at great length: 

“Our speed skaters aren’t the 
only ones who can expect to lose 
to the Russians. The track and 
field boys and all the other ath- 
letes can expect to get just what 
we are getting. 

“American, Canadians, Norwe- 
gians, Swedes, Finns — all of us 
— we just can’t compete with the 
Russians until we start doing 


. things the way the Russians do 


them. 
“The United States government 


doesn’t do anything for us. It is 


too busy doing things for other 
countries.” 
* Reprinted from Catholic Action of the 


South edition of Our Sunday Visitor, 523 
Natchez Ave., New Orleans 1, La. 


Way Best 


What some athletes and athletic 
leaders are asking is that we turn 
our amateurs over to politicians. 


This is what the Russians have 
done in an all out effort to prove 
to the world that they're a Master 
Race. 

Herr Hitler tried that approach 
to the Olympics and to world 
dominance and you'll recall what 
happened to him. 

The idea that the Russians are 
supermen is just so much bunk. 
What they’re doing is exactly what 
Hitler tried to do. Only they're 
going at it on a more grandiose 
scale. 

Maybe, as Bill Cunningham 
fears, the Russians like the Nazis 
are getting ready for war after 
the Olympics. But we don’t see 
any reason for fear on this score. 

But we were amazed to read 
that Avery Brundage can’t see any 
professionalism in the Russian pro- 


gram. 
For years Brundage has berated 
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American athletic leaders for fail- 
ure to stick to strict amateurism. 


As the president of the Inter- 
national Olympic committee, he 
now sees subsidization of Russian 
athletes as something we should, 
even must, do if we're to stand up 
to the challenge. How Brundage 
can consider any program in which 
the athlete is the paid hireling of 
his government as amateurism, 
and in keeping with Olympic 
ideals, is beyond us. 

And stranger still is the prevail- 
ing pessimism in our chances in 
the Olympics at Melbourne. 


America is the Olympic cham- 
pion and has been since the re- 
vival at Athens in 1896. 


We won at Helsinki despite 
the big point total the Russians 
ran up in gymnastics, tumbling, 
etc., where we made only a token 
effort. 

Our system or program has pro- 
duced a greater number of Olym- 
pic individual and team champions 
than all the rest of the world com- 
bined. 

Why change it? Because the 
Russians promise to give us some 
competition? 

Heck, competition is what the 
American athlete has always — 
and will always, we hope — thrive 
on. 

The pessimistic attitude of our 
so called leaders isn’t shared by 
the majority of our athletes. If it 
were, there would indeed be rea- 
son for concern. And we would 
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be dangerously near another brink 
—the brink of decadence. 

Our way — the American ap- 
proach to athletics and the Olym- 
pic Games — may not be perfect 
but it has been good enough down 
through the years to enable us to 
triumph against the world’s best. 


Melbourne Games 


The athletes who go to Mel- 
bourne in December aren’t going 
there to lose the Olympic laurels 
to Russia. They aren't going to 
throw in the towel before battle 
begins. 

They may get their “brains 
beat out” as the ice skater, and 
some officials, fear, but we don’t 
think it’s going to happen. 

And even if it did, we wouldn’t 
consider it sufficient cause © to 
change our way, which is the best 
by test. Repeated tests since 1896. 

We have lived up to the Olym- 
pic ideal and kept our representa- 
tives free of the taint of second 
sionalism. 

Jim Thorpe was deprived of 
Olympic laurels when he was 
found to have played professional 
baseball — wasn’t really an ama- 
teur and eligible for the games. 
This action by the late Jim Sulli- 
van made a lasting impression on 
the world though criticized by 
some Americans. 

There are many who wanted 
Wes Santee cleared of the charge 
of professionalism because, as they 
put it, he is “our only “ae in the 
1,500-meter race.” 
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If Santee isn’t a bona fide ama- 
teur, if he violated expense ac- 
count regulations (as did Paavo 
Nurmi of Finland who was bar- 
red on the eve of the 1932 Olym- 
pics), he shouldn’t represent the 
U. S. 


We wouldn’t want Santee bar- 
red if he isn’t guilty. Neither do 
we want him “whitewashed” 
merely because he might win or 
score points at Melbourne. 


We haven't needed the points 
in this event for our many Olym- 
pic team victories. The last Ameri- 
ean to win the 1,500 meters was 
Mel Sheppard at London in 1908. 


If we're going to get our “brains 
beat out” in the Olympics let it 
be as amateurs and not as politic- 
ally propagandized professionals. 


The indoor track season has 
provided proof sufficient that the 
laurels won at Helsinki will be 
defended stoutly at Melbourne. 

The Russians haven’t yet pro- 
duced — and if they had ’em 
they'd let the world know it — any 
pole vaulter to compare with Bob 


Richards, shot putter like Parry 
O’Brien, 400 meters dashers to 
match Lou Jones, Charley Jenkins 
or Mal Whitfield. 

Arie Sewell is going to be 
tough to beat in the 800 meters 
and George Snydor and Dave 
Sime, newcomers in the sprints, 
promise to maintain America’s 
brilliant record in the 100 and 
200-meter dashes. 

Snydor is a Villanova boy. So is 
Jenkins. Two other Wildcats — 
Don Bragg and Phil Reavis — 
will be formidable candidates for 
the U. S. team. Bragg has vaulted 
15 feet; Reavis is a consistent 6:10 
high jumper. 

There are many other fine ath- 
letes who will come forth as the 
summer season unfolds. Better 
track and field athletes than ever. 
Better than any other nation has 
yet produced. 


Russia may offer more opposi- 
tion than England, Germany, Fin- 
Jand and other nations in the past. 
But we believe our boys will 
come home with the Olympic laur- 
els. 


_ APRIL FEAST—St. Zeno. As Bishop of Verona, he was said to 
have baptized great numbers of pagans every year. For this 
reason he is usually represented in art with a fishing-rod, from 
the end of which a fish is hanging. Tradition says he was fond of 
fishing, but the fish more than likely is symbolical of baptism. 
His feast is commemorated in the Roman Martyrology on April 
12, though there is some doubt as to whether or not he died a 


martyr. 
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Exactiy why when 
breast-feeding ceased to be the ac- 
cepted manner of feeding infants 
I have not had the time to dis- 
cover, but it must inevitably have 
begun to lose vogue with the 
emancipation of women — that 
emancipation which freed them 
from so many of the obligations 
and privileges of wife and mother- 
hood, which dragged them out of 
their kitchens and into their offi- 
ces, out of their nurseries and 
around their bridge tables 


Viewed from the vantage point 
of the Creator, bottle-feeding must 
look not only unnecessary but a 
little ridiculous. It is only begin- 
ning to occur to us how ridiculous. 
After moving along for thousands 
of years using the bodies God gave 
us to feed our infants a food that 
is nature-made for them, that is 
impeccably clean, that is available 
at a moment’s need, that is dis- 
pensed in the most psychologically 
happy manner, we thought for a 
brief half century or so to improve 
on God’s way by inventing a glass 
bottle only vaguely resembling 
the human breast, equipping it 
with a rubber nipple which now 
dispenses, now does not, and fill- 
ing the bottle with food that God 
intended for mother cows to feed 
to baby cows. Sounds silly, doesn’t 


it? 


Howsoever, here we are with 
more mothers bottle-feeding their 


* Reprinted from Integrity, 157 East 38th 
St., New York. 
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babies than not, with many who 
honestly cannot breast-feed who 
are too nervous, too ill-nourished, 
or in whom the repugnance. to 
breast-feeding has become so 
deeply ingrained that it is a psy- 
chological impossibility. 

There are some mothers who 
resist breast-feeding because they 


Mother of six 
discusses breast-feeding 


MOTHER 


or 


cow? 


Mary Reed Newland* 


are afraid it will not fit into the 
pattern of home and neighborhood 
life and will net them more embar- 
rassment than satisfaction. I re- 
member a young mother who gave 
this as her excuse for not breast- 
feeding. Her father-in-law lived 
with them and she was sure trying 
to nurse her baby would be more 
humiliating than anything else, 
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with her menfolk forever walking 
in on it, embarrassing her and be- 
ing embarrassed, and she herself 
completely retired socially until 
the baby could be weaned. She 
was finally coaxed, however, to 
agree to nurse her baby for the 
first two weeks, even though un- 
convinced that her feeling about 
nursing would change. It did not 
take two weeks for it to change, 
but two days—and after two days 
she smiled and said, “I see what 
you mean now. There’s something 
about nursing a baby, isn’t there?” 


There is something about nurs- 
ing a baby—something that is com- 
municated to the whole family — 
and it is something that is predom- 
inantly spiritual, for all the physi- 
cal form it takes, because it is an 
extension of the act of creation. To 
make a baby takes nine months of 
walking sacramentally, with every 
step dedicated; nine months of 
mystery and miracle where a seed 
so tiny it cannot be seen by the 
naked eye can achieve form and 
shape and intelligence and soul. 
All this comes to be by the power 
of God but made from the sub- 
stance of our own flesh, until at 
the end in an act so great that 
it has ramifications in eternity, a 


person is born, another immortal. 


But this is only the beginning, 
and the act of creating continues. 
The baby is not meant to be snip- 
ped free from his mother like a 
paper doll, suddenly to take up 
existence totally independent from 


her. He has been growing for 
nine months, he must continue to 
grow, and there is the continuance 
of creation in each new cell, each 
new eyelash, each new tear. 


Animal babies, bird babies, in- 
sect babies, within a few hours or 
days of their birth are able to 
survive by themselves—but not hu- 
man babies. More than any other 
creature the human baby is to- 
tally helpless and at his mother’s 
mercy. And it would be utterly 
illogical if this dependence of the 
infant upon his mother were not 


provided for by God. 


First of all, and almost immedi- 
ately, there is an increased aware- 
ness in the mother, a maternal in- 
stinct aroused to such delicate per- 
ception that one can almost sense 
when a baby is in need. I have 
read somewhere, and whether the- 
ory or isolated fact it is entirely 
reasonable, that with the coming 
of the mother’s milk there is a 
glandular activity which accounts 
for this increase of awareness. 
Surely it sounds like the kind of 
thing God would do, Who is able 
and has performed such miracles 
of intricate maneuver in the body 
already. And observing first His 
great care to prepare the mother 
instinct, it follows that the further 
unfolding of the physiological as- 

ts of His plan are equally to 

marvelled at. He has created 
for the mother a body which not 
only bears this child but also feeds 
it, and the act of breast-feeding a 
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child is an intimacy second only 
to the carrying of it. 

So the tiny creature who lay 
tucked so snugly away in the 
darkness of the mother’s body is 
now weaned a little away from 
her, but not too much or too fast 
from his warm retreat, his sweet 
closeness to his mother. His grow- 
ing up will be daily, a step after 
a step away from her, but God is 
incredibly gentle, His timing is 
divinely perfect and the transition 
from the womb of the mother to 
her arms, to feed at her breast, is 
designed in tenderness and di- 
vine mercy. 

There is another marvel to be 
observed here. Before the moth- 
er’s breast begins to manufacture 
milk, it produces a substance call- 
ed colostrum which is an aid to 
flushing out the last residues from 
pre-natal life which remain with- 
in the baby. Does it not seem a 
senseless omission—failing to use 
what God has designed for the 
baby’s best good? 


The Mother’s Needs 


The mother has many needs 
too, after the birth of her baby. 
First of all she needs rest, along 
with activity—a nice proportion of 
each in order to regain her 
strength, her stamina, her equilib- 
rium. One plans to rest, but once 
home from the hospital there is so 
much to do, such chaos to right, 
that rest is brought too dearly and 
often foregone entirely. 

God is not whimsical, but He is 
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wise, and knowing this side of 
woman well He has contrived a 
situation following birth in which 
the mother must rest. Anyone who 
has had a baby will agree that 
along with having a few good cries 
for herself, one of the things moth- 
ers invariably do is over-estimate 
their strength. The swift rush of 
energy is soon drained and noth- 
ne Se so good as a chair to 
co 


pse in. 
Now consider the pattern of the © 
baby’s hunger. It does not facsi- 


milate the rigid four-hour schedule 
of the hospital. It is a pattern 
of crying, nursing, dozing, then 
crying, nursing, dozing, and it 
makes very good sense. The infant 
is tiny, he has never eaten this 
way before, in fact he has never 


known hunger before; he is weak 


and is incapable of sustaining for 
very long any energetic undertak- 
ing. Even the act of eating burns 
his meager energy and with just 
a little warm food in him, he will 
doze off—his way of resting and 
regaining his strength in order to 
awaken and cry again for food. 
Contrast the wisdom of an AI- 
mighty Father Who provides 
warm, sterile, especially appropri- 
ate food at whatever intervals 
baby demands it, together with a 
period of required rest for the 
mother who must sit or lie down 
in order to feed her baby, with the 
earnest but unnatural procedure 
that requires heating and reheat- 


ing a bottle and a recurring bat- . 


tle with the inclination to prop 
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the bottle and get in an extra few 
lieks on the housework while baby 
is busy feeding. 


There is another physiological 
advantage to breast-feeding which 
benefits the mother, one that 
grows out of the sensitive relation- 
ship between nursing and the re- 
turn of the uterus to its normal po- 
sition and size. This part of the 
recuperation after childbirth var- 
ies with individuals, but roughly 
speaking it takes the full six weeks 
of the post-partum period before 
the uterus is returned to normal 
and the mother’s internal anatomy 
is as it was before. The return 
to normal is much more rapid with 
breast-feeding mothers; once again 
we see a deliberate feature of the 
divine plan. 


And wed to all these wonders 
still one more, the unerring in- 
stinct with which the baby—with- 
out being coaxed more than once 
or twice—knows why he is being 
held to his mother’s breast, and 
weak as he is, knows how to suck. 
It could never be explained to him 
but it need not be. He comes al- 
ready knowing. 


Why The Stigma? 


Perhaps it is here, at the moment 
when the baby actually begins to 
breast-feed, that the largest share 
of objection is registered by moth- 
ers, either frankly aloud, or secret- 
ly to themselves. There is a stig- 
ma attached to it, hard to explain. 
Somehow it doesn’t seem quite 


what a gentlewoman would do— 
especially not in front of anyone. 
In fact with some people there is 
an open aversion to it as though it 
were animal-like. We dismiss these 
objections with one reminder: the 
Mother of God nursed her Baby, 
than whom there was no more 
gentle gentlewoman. 


The difference between mere 
nudity and the partially bared 
breast of a mother who nurses her 
baby is simple: the latter is holy. 
Discretion calls for privacy if it 
is possible, but a sense of the holi- 
ness is communicated even when 
privacy is not possible. 


Not long ago a little boy wan- 
dered in where I was nursing our 
new baby, and after his initial 


start, gasped:, 
“What is he doing?” 


“Why, he is having his lunch, 
Christopher. Have you never seen 
a baby fed by his mommy be- 
fore?” 


“No.” And he pondered deeply 
a few minutes watching us. Finally 
he turned and made his way down 
the hall with these words, very 
distinct: 


“So that’s why mommies have 
bosoms.” 


Wouldn't it be fine if we could 
raise all our young to look at-us 
and at our daughters and think of 
our design in terms of God’s holy 


plan? 
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NEW BOOKS 


Of Special Interest to Parents 


Adventure of the Amethyst, by 
Cecily Hallack, Henry Regnery 
Co., Chicago, Illinois. $3.75. 


One of the most colorful, de- 
lightful and _ inspiring expositions 
of the faith which have appeared 
on the market. The author has the 
unusual gift of portraying ordinary 
truths in an extraordinary manner. 
She looks at God _ through the 
hearts of children, and finds God 
a tremendous adventure (as He 
is); then she catches the breath- 
taking glory of it all and pens it in 
print. Children will love this book, 
but perhaps the wide-awake won- 
der at the marvels of our Catholic 
heritage will appeal most to adults. 


Pennies in Their Pockets: Help- 
ing Children Manage Money, S. 
M. Gruenberg and H. S. Krech, 
Science Research Associates, Inc., 
57 West Grand Ave., Chicago 10, 
Illinois. $.50. 


Because youngsters today spend 
more than their parents ever had 
as children, parents are frequently 
confused as to the allowances. 
What amount should children be 
given, how much supervision do 
they require, should they be paid 
for home service, or deprived for 
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punishment — these are just a few 
of today’s money problems. This 
booklet covers the ground in a 
sane and _ sensible manner. Par- 
ents need not consider it a definite 
and final answer to their ques- 
tions, but can use the discussions 
profitably by applying conclusions 
to their own particular cases. 

Our Children and The Mass, by 
Rev. A. de Sauveboeuf, Fides Pub- 
lishers, 21 West Superior, Chicago 
10, Illinois. $1.00. 


A translation of a French publi- 
cation, this book suggests a meth- 
od of making the Mass live for 
children. Because of the decline 
of religion in France and the con- 
sequent need for awakening 
people to a voluntary desire for 
God, the French have done some 
serious soul-searching, and_ this 
booklet is just one of the excellent 
results. Teaching Sisters, Brothers, 
and priests will appreciate a gift 
of this publication the next time 
their feastdays roll around. 

Into Their Company, by a Medi- 
cal Woman, a Girl and a Wife, 
Clonmore and Reynolds, Dublin, 
Ireland. $.75. 


This booklet of sex education is 
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well done, and perhaps one of its 
best aspects is the challenging, 
appraising and objective preface 
by the well-known Father Martin- 
dale, S.J. This publication doesn’t 
nose-dive into sex and stay there, 
it has ups and downs which make 
for reliefs and breaks. It has 
charming stories with real parents. 
It speaks the truth truthfully. And 
it has common sense. Many Catho- 
lic parents worry about the sex- 
instruction they should give their 
girls. To them, the booklet is re- 
commended with the caution that 
reading alone will not solve prob- 
lems; parents must still be avail- 
able for discussions and _ talk. 


Confirmation Stories, by a Sis- 
ter of Notre Dame, B. Herder 
Book Co., 15 and 17 South Broad- 
way, St. Louis 2, Missouri. $1.75. 


These tales of little “Soldiers of 
Christ” can be used by religion 
teachers or by parents in helping 
children prepare for Confirmation. 
The stories are attractive, the print 
large, and the illustrations well 
done. 


Parental Obligations for Religi- 
ous Education, by Rev. D. M. 
Endebrock, Catholic University of 
America Press, 620 Michigan 
Avenue N.E., Washington 17, D. 
C. $3.00. 


The effort to define parental re- 
sponsibility for religious instruc- 
tion in the light of experimental 
psychological developmental find- 
ings is novel, intriguing and in- 


valuable. The psychological read- 
ing research done by Father 
Endebrock has been encapsuled in 
this one book with a method which 
parents will appreciate. Then The- 
ological implications and conclu- 
sions are tied in with the psycho- 
logical growth of the child. This 
is another book for which priests, 
teaching sisters and Brothers will 
be wildly grateful. 


The American Catholic Family, 
by Rev. J. L. Thomas, S.J., Pren- 
tice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, New 
Jersey. 

The family system of the Catho- 
lic minority in American society 
is objectively analyzed by a cap- 
able sociologist. The book is sec- 
tioned into different aspects of 
the study: the Catholic doctrine 
of marriage; a description of the 
American Catholic family today; 
a consideration of American fam- 
ily breakdown; a review of prac- 
tical programs in _ operation 
throughout the country to assist 
the Catholic family maintain its 
ideals. 


The study is scientific and up 
to date, the bibliography carefully 
done. Sociology students, social 
workers and priests will find the 
book of especial interest. Educa- 
tors and psychologists will want 
to keep it on their bookshelves. 


The Tails Book, by Graham 
Carey, Sheed and Ward, New 
York 3, N.Y. $2.50. 


The Tails Book is 130 pages 
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full of tales about tails. Because 
of the clever way Graham Carey 
introduces the facts, interest is 
maintained throughout. 


Your children, and yourself for 
that matter, will enjoy many an 
hour of real enjoyment as you 
travel through the pages of know- 
ledge viewing the idiosyncracies 
of ourselves as nature’s parade of 
“tail-bearers” flow from the magic 
of Mr. Carey’s pen. 


Rib-tickling cartoons sprinkled 
throughout the book will help you 
have a clearer picture and greater 
appreciation of God’s wonder 
world. 


For these reasons and for those 
that you will discover yourself, 
‘ this book is recommended for 
family reading. 

A Fourth Form Boy, by Rev. 
P. P. Garrold, S.J., Clonmore and 
Reynolds, Dublin, Ireland, 616. 

A boy with good intentions 
finds himself in trouble over the 
rules of the Jesuit School he at- 
tends. The actions Freddy consid- 
ers only harmless pranks combine 
to make Father Rector act accord- 
ing to the song the boys sing about 
him, “Freeze, burn and melt.” 

Expulsion comes close many 
times, but doesn’t jolt Freddie half 
as much as the thought that maybe 
he should be a priest. 

This book is for children who 
like reading books requiring a bit 
of concentration. It is primarily a 
boy’s book. 
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Three Is a Family, by Hertha 
Paule, Ives Washburn, New York. 
$2.75. 


This sad but true story des- 
cribes not only Kitty Matthews, 
but a multitude of war-born chil- 
dren whose story doesn’t ever have 
a happy ending. Kitty's mother 
died when she was a baby and 
her daddy could not be mention- 
ed in their old German home, for, 
after all, he was an American sol- 
dier and Grandpa died fighting 
the Americans. 


In Kitty’s heart throbs a great 
love for her American daddy. 
When she finds she might be able 
to see him, she overcomes many 
obstacles — even Grandma. 


Kitty knew well that German 
girls didn’t cry, but she did any 
way when a lovely “American- 
German” girl made her dream of 
living in America with daddy come 
true. Now that she had a mommy, 
even Grandma would agree that 
three is a family. 


This book is heart-warming 
and will win the interest of any 
reader. It is worth while to pon- 
der over the many Kitty’s who 
have lived the tragedy portrayed. 


In Next Month’s Issue. . . 


YOU CAN IMPROVE 
YOUR CHILD’S STUDY 


HABITS 
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Poignant Parable 


Love Everyone 


You Meet 


Patsy Pollock 


Once upon a time a priest was 
greatly upset over the uncharitable 
attitudes of various members of his 
congregation. He pondered long 
and deeply over what to do about 
his flock. He wanted them to love 
each other. He at long last de- 
cided to ask a missionary to’ come 
to his church for a few days and 
try to inspire his flock on the 
subject of charity. The mission- 
ary’s first lesson was short but ef- 
fective. He walked out in front 
of the people and put up an easel. 
Upon this easel he placed a sheet 
of plain white paper. From his 
pocket he produced a pencil with 
which he marked a black dot on 
his large piece of white paper. 


Turning to his interested audi- 
ence, he asked a man on the front 
row, “Tell me, sir, just what you 
can see here from where you are 
sitting?” The man whom he ad- 
dressed, not knowing what the 
missionary had in mind, answered, 
“Well, I see a black dot.” 


The missionary smiled and 
pointed at a lady sitting in the 
middle of the audience, “And you, 
ma’am, what do you see from 
where you are sitting?” The lady 
answered, “I, too, see a_ black 
dot.” 


Again the missionary smiled; 
this time he selected a man on the 
very back row of seats, “You, sir, 
will you tell us what you see from 
there?” The man squinted his 
eves, “Well, I can hardly see it 
from here, but I do see a small 
black speck.” 


The missionary then addressed 
his audience, “It is just as I sus- 
pected. There is something amiss 
with your eyesight. All of you 
were concentrating on the black 
dot. Not one of you mentioned 
seeing a large white piece of pa- 
per. If the reports I have heard 
are true, you are looking at each 
other in the same manner. No man 
is perfect. If you concentrate 
on the white area and overlook the 
very small black dot, you ‘cannot 
help but love every man you 
meet.” 


How about you? Can you see 
the large piece of white paper? 
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The Ideal Gift 


for Priests... 


his own copy each month 
of the clergy’s ‘trade journal’ 


THE PRIEST is the popular monthly 
magazine edited exclusively by priests, 
for priests and seminarians. It has earn- 
ed the confidence and respect of priests 
from coast to coast who rely on The 
PRIEST each month for information, 
guidance and personal enjoyment. Al- 
ways a most welcome gift, with ex- 
clusive features and de- 
partments priests enjoy 
and appreciate. A _ letter 
from us will inform him 
of your gift. If he is al- 
ready a subscriber, his 
subscription will be ex- 
tended. Please use the 
mae order coupon be- 


To priests and religious in U. S. and Canada, 
$3.00 per year, $5.00 for two years. Foreign, 
$4.00 per year, $7.00 for two years, payable in 
U. S. funds. To seminarians: half-price per one 
year subscription. 


for his Anniversary 


THE PRIEST, Dept. FD, Huntington, Indiana 


for the Gift Subscription checked below: 
0) ONE YEAR (1 TWO YEARS 
NOTE: Subscriptions limited exclusively to the clergy and seminarians 


NAME 


To list additional Gift Subscriptions, please attach separate sheet. 
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Here’s the prayer book YOU should have! 


NEW! 


with many distinctive features 


Father John A. O’Brien’s 

new prayer book for all Catholics 
and prospective converts. 

Ideal gift for First Communion, 
Confirmation, Graduation and 
Anniversaries. A multi-purpose 

prayer manual for all ages .. . 


A manual of prayers and spiritual reading 


f 


YOUR PRAYER BOOK provides 
two methods of following the 
Mass. It precedes the Mass with 
an explanation of the Holy Sac- 
rifice, and of all its essential 
parts. This is particularly helpful 
when the prayer book is loaned 
to a non-Catholic visitor, and will 
enable him to assist at the Mass 
with understanding, interest and 
devotion. 


Further, it provides a transla- 
tion of the Latin prayers of the 
Mass, so the listener can proceed 
step by step with the actual 
prayers the priest is saying. - 


It presents another convenient 
method of following the Mass, 
using time-honored prayers to 
express all the fundamental 
sentiments evoked by meditation 
upon the sacrifice of Christ on 
Calvary. 

Also new is the Holy Hour for 
Conversions, a devotion that is 
spreading rapidly throughout the 
country. Added are prayers for 


all-distinctive human needs, plus 
favorite- prayers to the various 
saints, and prayers specially de- 
signed for use in the home. 


One section is* devoted ex- 
clusively to meditations and re- 
flections designed for daily use. 
Another section contains Things 
to Remember consisting of daily 
rules of conduct for growth in 
holiness. 


Every important devotion of 
the Church is provided with ap- 
propriate prayers such as devo- 
tion to the Blessed Sacrament, to 
the Sacred Heart, to the Blessed 
Virgin, and to the Holy Ghost. 


Order copies of this new 
rayer manual for yourself and 
or gifts. Well printed in easy-to- 
follow type, 304 pages in handy 

3%” x 534” size, completely in- 
dexed. 


only $1.50 each 


FOUR COPIES FOR $5.00 


Order from the Book Department 
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